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The  proposed  land  use  plan  amendment  contains  wilderness  recommendations  on 
152,160  acres  of  public  land  in  Lander  County  and  portions  of  Eureka  and  Nye 
Counties,  Nevada.   The  action  responds  to  the  mandate  of  Section  603  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  to  review  all  public  land 
roadless  areas  of  5,000  acres  or  more  and  roadless  islands  having  wilderness 
characteristics;  determine  their  suitability  or  nonsuitability  for  wilderness 
designation;  and  report  these  suitability  recommendations  to  the  President  no 
later  than  October  21,  1991. 

For  further  information  contact:   Ms.  Mary  M.  O'Brien,  Shoshone-Eureka 
Resource  Area  Manager,  at  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  North  2nd  and  Scott 
Streets,  Battle  Mountain,  Nevada  89820  or  call  (702)  635-5181. 

Date  final  statement  was  made  available  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  the  Public: 
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SUMMARY 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  for  one  WSA  and  a  portion  of  one  WSA 
examined  in  this  EIS  is  to  secure  for  the  American  People,  of  present  and 
future  generations,  the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of  wilderness,  and 
further  to  release  one  WSA  and  part  of  another  for  future  management  under 
multiple-use  and  sustained  yield  principles.  This  EIS  assesses  the 
environmental  consequences  of  managing  all  three  WSAs  as  wilderness, 
nonwilderness,  and  partial  wilderness  for  the  Antelope  WSA. 

The  three  WSAs  being  studies  are  listed  below: 

WSA  Name  Number  Acreage 

Antelope  NV-060-231/241  87,400 

Roberts  NV-060-541  15,090 

Simpson  Park  NV-060-428  49,670 


ISSUES 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Wilderness  EIS  encompassed  issues 
identified  by  the  BLM  staff,  by  the  public  during  formal  scoping  comment 
periods,  at  public  meetings  held  in  Battle  Mountain,  Austin,  Eureka,  and  Reno 
(in  May  1981),  and  from  comments  on  the  draft  EIS  by  the  public  and  by 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies.   During  the  scoping  period,  there  was 
consultation  with  the  Nevada  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  concerning 
the  presence  or  absence  of  cultural  resources  in  the  WSAs  that  would  be 
eligible  for  nomination  for  listing  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places.   The  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  was  consulted  concerning 
the  potential  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  threatened  or  endangered 
species.   The  environmental  issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  as  a 
result  of  the  scoping  process  include  the  following  for  all  WSAs: 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  resources 

Summary  of  Alternatives  and  Conclusions 

The  alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include:   (1)  a  No  Wilderness 
Alternative  for  each  WSA,  (2)  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  each  WSA,  and 
(3)  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  for  the  Antelope  WSA. 
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ANTELOPE  WSA  (NV-060-231/241) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  83,100  acres  of  the  Antelope  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  4,800  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  83,100  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would 
be  retained.   Special  features  of  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  spring 
meadows  and  Indian  relics  would  be  protected.   On  the  4,800  acres  not 
designated  wilderness,  there  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  to 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude. 

The  83,100  acres  would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use  in  the  designated 
wilderness,  however  five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   This  would  not  change  the  amount  of  use  which 
occurs  at  present. 

On  the  4,800  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase  slightly,  but  would  not  exceed  100  visitor 
days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  87,400  acres  of  the  Antelope 
WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  87,400  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the 
area's  naturalness,  solitude  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation.   Special  features  of  James  Wild  Horse  Trap, 
pristine  spring  meadows  and  Indian  relics  would  be  protected. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  87,400  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  100  visitor  days  on  the  ways  would  be  foregone  annually. 
This  shift  in  use  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  surrounding  public 
lands. 


Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  87,400  acres  of  the  Antelope  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  Antelope  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  would  be 
reduced. 
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Special  features  of  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  meadows  and  Indian 
artifacts  would  be  more  susceptible  to  degradation  due  to  ORV  use. 

There  would  be  an  increase  in  off-road  vehicle  use  within  the  WSA. 
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ROBERTS  WSA  (NV-060-541) 

Proposed  Action  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the  entire  15,090  acres  of  public  land  in  the 
Roberts  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  most  of  the  15,090  acres 
of  the  Roberts  WSA.   The  natural  arches,  caves,  fishable  stream  and 
waterfall  and  other  scenic  values  would  be  preserved.   The  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  and  solitude  would  be  lost  on  approximately  29 
acres  in  the  areas  of  mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  off-road  vehicle  use. 

No  impact  to  development  of  precious  metals  resources  would  occur. 
Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  15,090  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

The  Roberts  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost.   The  natural  arches,  caves, 
fishable  stream  and  waterfall  and  other  scenic  values  would  be  susceptible 
to  degradation  by  actions  of  mineral  exploration  and  development  and  0RV 
use . 

Recreational  0RV  use  would  remain  below  130  visitor  days  annually.   There 
would  be  a  slight  increase  in  recreational  ORV  use. 

There  would  probably  be  an  acceleration  of  exploration  and  development  of 
barite  and  precious  metals  resources  in  the  Roberts  WSA. 
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SIMPSON  PARK  WSA  (NV-060-428) 

Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  proposed  action,  the  entire  49,670  acres  of  the  Simpson  Park  would 
be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  Simpson  Park  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost  due  to  mineral  exploration  and 
development  and  ORV  use. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

There  would  probably  be  an  acceleration  of  exploration  and  development  of 
precious  metals  resources  on  about  31,000  acres  in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA. 

Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  49,670  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  most  of  the  49,670  acres 
of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
solitude  would  be  lost  on  approximately  19  acres  in  the  areas  of  mineral 
development. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  130  visitor  days  would  be  foregone  annually.   The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

No  impact  to  development  of  precious  metals  resources  would  occur. 
Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  about  31,000  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

This  alternative  is  the  same  as  the  Proposed  Action  for  this  WSA. 
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CHAPTER  1 

INTRODUCTION  AND  PLANNING  PROCESS 

PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  to  manage  and  preserve  the  wilderness 
characteristics  on  98,190  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource 
Area,  Battle  Mountain  District.   "To  secure  for  the  American  people  of  present 
and  future  generations,  the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of  wilderness" 
(Wilderness  Act  1964).   Approximately  54,470  acres  would  be  released  to 
management  under  multiple  use  for  purposes  other  than  preservation  as 
wilderness. 

This  EIS  assesses  the  environmental  consequences  of  managing  the  three  WSAs  as 
wilderness  and  nonwilderness,  and  the  Antelope  WSA  as  partial  wilderness. 
This  planning  effort  is  needed  to  select  and  establish  a  resource  of 
wilderness  values  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

The  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA)  directs  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (BLM)  to  manage  the  public  lands  and  their  resources  under 
the  principles  of  multiple  use  and  sustained  yield.   Section  603  of  FLPMA 
requires  a  wilderness  review  of  BLM  roadless  areas  of  5,000  or  more  acres  and 
roadless  islands.   The  BLM  inventory  process  identified  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(WSAs)  which  have  the  mandatory  wilderness  characteristics  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and/or  primitive  recreation. 
Suitable  or  nonsuitable  wilderness  recommendations  for  each  WSA  will  be 
presented  to  the  President  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.   The  President 
will  then  make  recommendations  to  the  Congress.   Areas  can  be  designated 
wilderness  only  by  an  act  of  Congress.   If  designated  as  wilderness,  an  area 
would  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

The  three  WSAs  being  studied  are  covered  by  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource 
Management  Plan  (RMP).   Therefore,  designating  any  of  the  Wilderness  Study 
Areas  as  wilderness  would  be  in  conformance  with  the  land  use  plan  as  it  is 
currently  written.   It  will  not  be  necessary  to  amend  the  resource  management 
plan  if  Congress  officially  designates  any  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  as 
wilderness. 

LOCATION 

Located  in  central  Nevada,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  Battle  Mountain 
District  encompasses  approximately  14  million  acres,  of  which  about  11  million 
acres  are  public  lands  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM). 
The  Battle  Mountain  District's  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area  includes 
approximately  4.4  million  acres  of  public  land.   The  area  includes  three 
principle  towns:   Austin,  Battle  Mountain,  and  Eureka.   It  encompasses  most  of 
Lander  and  Eureka  Counties  and  a  portion  of  Nye  County  (see  location  Map). 
The  three  Wilderness  Study  Areas,  totaling  152,160  acres  of  public  land 
administered  by  the  BLM,  are  located  in  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUE  IDENTIFICATION/ SCOPING 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Wilderness  EIS  encompassed  issues 
identified  by  the  BLM  staff,  by  the  public  during  formal  scoping  comment 
periods,  at  public  meetings  held  in  Battle  Mountain,  Eureka  and  Reno  (in  May 
1981),  and  from  comments  on  the  draft  EIS  by  the  public  and  by  Federal,  State 
and  local  agencies.   During  the  scoping  period,  there  was  consultation  with 
the  Nevada  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  concerning  the  presence  or 
absence  of  cultural  resources  in  the  WSAs  that  would  be  eligible  for 
nomination  for  listing  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.   The 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  was  consulted  concerning  the  potential 
effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  threatened  or  endangered  species.   The 
environmental  issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  as  a  result  of  the 
scoping  process  are  presented  below  for  each  WSA. 

Antelope  WSA 

!•   Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  including  the  James  Wild  Horse  Trap  site, 
of  the  WSA  would  benefit  from  wilderness  designation.   The  same  values 
may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and  actions  that  would  occur  should 
the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.   Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  would  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

Roberts  Mountain  WSA 

!•   Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  would  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  with  designated  wilderness  areas  could  be 
affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 
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Simpson  Park  WSA 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  would  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  he  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  would  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  use  currently  occurring 
in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  within  designated  wilderness  areas  could 
be  affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 
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ISSUES  CONSIDERED  BUT  DROPPED  FROM  FURTHER  ANALYSIS 

Under  the  guidance  of  the  CEQ  Regulations  (Sec.  1501.7)  these  proposals  were 
scoped  for  development  of  the  EIS.   The  following  issues  or  concerns  were 
identified  in  scoping  hut  they  were  not  selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  this 
EIS  because  for  various  reasons  were  found  to  be  of  lessor  significance  than 
those  selected  as  very  important  to  the  decision  process.   After  careful 
consideration  of  each,  the  degree  of  concern,  environmental  effect,  or 
relevance  was  not  significant  enough  to  justify  further  intensive  study.   The 
reasons  for  not  analyzing  these  issues  in  depth  are  discussed  below: 

The  following  issues  were  dropped  from  further  consideration  in  all  WSAs: 

1-   Impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  reintroduction  of  bighorn  sheep. 
The  Nevada  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  has  noted  that  bighorn  sheep 
could  be  reintroduced  in  some  of  the  WSAs.   The  Wilderness  Management 
Policy  provides  guidelines  for  reintroduction  of  native  species  into 
WSAs,  therefore  designation  would  not  affect  reintroduction.   Since 
potential  reintroduction  efforts  are  speculative,  this  issue  was  not 
considered  environmentally  of  major  importance  and  therefore  was  not 
selected  for  analysis. 

2.   Economic  impact  on  livestock  operations.   Concerns  were  raised  that 
wilderness  designation  would  require  modified  livestock  operations, 
causing  significant  economic  hardships  for  the  livestock  industry. 
Since  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy  provides  for  continuing 
livestock  operations  at  historic  levels,  subject  to  reasonable 
controls,  changes  in  the  permitting  policy  are  unlikely.   There  are  no 
impacts  of  wilderness  designation  on  livestock  operators  as  a  result 
of  constraints  on  planned  range  developments. 

3-   Impact  on  Cultural  Resources.   Inventories  and  consultation  with  the 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  during  scoping  determined  that 
there  are  no  cultural  sites  which  exist  in  the  WSAs  that  qualify  as 
National  Register  Sites  other  than  the  James  Wild  Horse  Trap  which  is 
analyzed  as  a  special  feature  in  the  Antelope  WSA  (see  impacts  on 
Wilderness  Values  for  Antleope  WSA).   There  are  no  historic  or 
archaeological  sites  which  would  be  affected  by  designation  or 
nondesignation  of  wilderness.   Therefore,  the  issue  of  impact  to 
cultural  resources  from  wilderness  designation  was  dropped  from 
further  analysis. 

4.   Impact  on  Water  Quality.   The  issue  of  how  water  quality  would  be 
affected  by  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation  in  each  of  the 
WSAs  was  identified  in  early  scoping  discussion.   Water  quality  will 
be  maintained  or  improved  in  accordance  with  State  and  Federal 
standards  on  existing  or  projected  land-use  plans  as  a  matter  of  BLM 
policy.   Management  actions  on  public  land  within  watersheds  will  be 
designed  to  protect  water  quality.   It  is  not  anticipated  that 
designation  or  nondesignation  of  wilderness  would  affect  these  actions 
to  any  appreciable  degree  and  therefore  would  not  signficantly  alter 
water  quality  within  the  WSA. 
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5.  Impacts  on  Endangered  Species.   Wildlife  and  vegetation  inventories 
and  consultation  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  did  not 
identify  any  threatened  or  endangered  species  in  the  WSAs.   Asclepias 
eastwoodiana  is  not  on  the  list  of  threatened  or  endangered  species, 
but  is  a  sensitive  plant.   This  plant  is  found  just  outside  the 
Antelope  WSA  on  the  southwest  corner.   However,  no  projects  or 
activities  planned  within  the  WSA  would  affect  the  area  where  this 
plant  is  located. 

6.  Impacts  on  livestock  and  range  management.   Concerns  were  raised  that 
wilderness  designation  may  require  changes  in  livestock  and  range 
management.   Wilderness  designation  would  result  in  no  changes  in 
AUMs,  land  use,  or  planned  range  improvements  or  developments.   There 
would  be  no  environmental  impact  on  livestock  and  range  management 
from  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation.   This  issue  was  not 
analyzed  in  this  document. 

7.  Development  of  Mineral  Resource  -  Antelope  WSA.   Because  no  mining 
claims  or  mineral  exploration  is  present  or  anticipated  in  the 
Antelope  WSA,  the  impacts  on  the  development  of  mineral  resources  is 
not  analyzed  for  the  Antelope  WSA. 

The  following  issue  is  not  an  environmental  issue,  but  is  a  program  concern 
that  was  frequently  identified  as  an  issue  during  scoping. 

The  WSAs  being  studied  are  not  what  Congress  intended  to  be  included  in 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.   Some  or  all  of  the  areas 
being  studied  for  Wilderness  designation  may  not  be  the  kind  of  area 
Congress  intended  to  have  considered  for  wilderness.   This  issue  was 
dropped  since  it  was  determined  in  the  inventory  stage  of  the  BLM's 
wilderness  review  process  that  all  the  WSAs  being  studied  meet  the  minimum 
standards  for  wilderness  identified  by  the  Congress  in  the  Wilderness  Act 
of  1964  and  FLPMA  of  1976. 
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THE  PLANNING  PROCESS,  SELECTION  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION, 
AND  DEVELOPMENT  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

The  Planning  Process  and  Selection  of  the  Proposed  Action 

Development  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  guided  by  requirements  of  the  Bureau's 
Planning  Regulations,  43  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR),  part  1600.   The 
BLM's  Wilderness  Study  Policy  (published  February  3,  1982,  in  the  Federal 
Register)  supplements  the  planning  regulations  by  providing  the  specific 
factors  to  be  considered  in  developing  suitability  recommendations  during  the 
planning  sequence. 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  areas  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
where  the  wilderness  values  and  multiple  resource  benefits  associated  with 
wilderness  designation,  such  as  the  protection  of  cultural  resource, 
watersheds,  and  wildlife  habitat,  are  capable  of  balancing  the  benefits  of 
other  resource  values  and  uses  which  could  be  foregone  due  to  wilderness 
designation.   All  areas  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  under  this 
alternative  can  be  managed  as  wilderness  over  the  long-term. 

If  the  Proposed  Action  were  to  be  implemented  two  Wilderness  Study  areas  would 
be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   The  acreages  in  each  WSA 
recommended  suitable  and  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  are  as  follows: 

WSA  Acres  Suitable         Acres  Nonsuitable 

Antelope  83,100  (a)  4,800 

Roberts  Mountain  15,090  0 

Simpson  Park  0  49,670 

Total  98,190  54,470 

(a)   Includes  500  acres  added  to  original  WSA  to  enhance  manageability. 

Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action  Selected  for  Analysis 

The  BLM  Wilderness  Study  Policy  calls  for  the  formulation  and  evaluation  of 
alternatives  ranging  from  resource  protection  to  resource  production.   The 
alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include:   (1)  a  No  Wilderness  alternative 
for  each  WSA,  (2)  an  All  Wilderness  alternative  for  each  WSA,  (3)  and,  a 
Partial  alternative  for  the  Antelope  WSA. 

To  reduce  confusion  of  names  of  the  alternatives  used  in  the  draft,  the 
alternatives  in  this  document  have  been  given  an  alphabetic  character.   The 
equivalents  are: 

Alternative  A  is  used  instead  of  All  Wilderness  (Protection  Alternative); 
Alternative  B  is  used  instead  of  No  Wilderness  (No  Action  Alternative). 
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Alternative  B,  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  and  the  No  Action  Alternative  as 
required  by  the  National  Environmental  Protection  Act,  are  equivalent.   Both 
advocate  management  as  outlined  in  the  existing  land  use  plan  and 
recommendation  of  the  WSAs  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness. 

Alternative  A,  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  represents  the  maximum  possible 
acreage  that  could  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

In  the  Draft  RMP/EIS,  the  Emphasis  on  Economic  Development  Alternative 
emphasized  commodity  production  and  use  of  areas  having  significant  resource 
development  potential.   This  would  mean  recommending  as  nonsuitable.  for 
wilderness  designation  all  areas  with  good  or  high  mineral  potential  ratings. 
This  alternative  was  selected  as  the  Proposed  Action  for  the  Antelope  WSA. 

Outlines  below  are  the  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives  developed  for  each  of 
the  WSAs: 

Antelope  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Antelope  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under  this 
proposal  83,100  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  eastern  fan  portion 
of  the  WSA,  totaling  4,800  acres,  would  not  be  designated  wilderness  but  would 
be  managed  for  multiple  use  as  described  in  this  document  and  in  the 
Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area  RMP. 

Two  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  87,400  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acres 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative  (none  of  the 
87,400  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple 
use  under  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area  RMP). 

Roberts  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Roberts  WSA  is  All  Wilderness.   Under  this 
proposal,  15,090  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness. 

One  alternative  was  also  considered;  Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  none 
of  the  15,090  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for 
multiple  use  under  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area  RMP. 

Simpson  Park  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  is  the  same  as  Alternative  B  (No 
Wilderness).   Under  this  proposal,  none  of  the  49,670  acres  would  be 
designated  as  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use,  as  described 
in  part  in  this  document  and  in  detail  in  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area 
RMP. 

One  alternative  was  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which  would 
designate  all  49,670  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage  that 
could  be  recommended). 
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CHAPTER  2 

PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 

Since  the  pattern  of  future  actions  within  the  WSAs  cannot  be  predicted  with 
certainty,  assumptions  were  made  to  allow  the  analysis  of  impacts  under  the 
Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.  These  assumptions  are  the  basis  for  the 
impacts  identified  in  this  EIS.  They  are  not  management  plans  or  proposals, 
but  represent  feasible  patterns  of  management  activities  which  could  occur 
under  the  alternatives  analyzed. 

ANTELOPE  (NV-060-231/241) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Antelope  WSA,  83,100  acres,  would  be  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.     The  remaining  4,800  acres  along  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  WSA  would  be  recommended  nonsui table  for  wilderness  designation. 


Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  83,100-acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation, 
including  7  miles  of  ways  or  trails,  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open  to  recreational   ORV  use. 
Current  ORV  use  of  220  visitor  days  annually  would  continue  on  the  cherrystem 
roads. 

The  4,800-acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  including  9  miles  of  ways  or 
trails  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use.     Projection  estimates  indicate  that 
recreational  ORV  use  would  increase  slightly  (less  than  10  percent),  but  would 
remain  below  100  visitor  days  annually. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Antelope  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  hunter  use.     Current  use  is 
estimated  at  about  200  visitor  days  per  year  within  the  WSA  and  is  expected  to 
remain  at  that  level   in  the  foreseeable  future.     No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.     Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  87,400  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Antelope  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Antelope  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.  Five  miles  of 
cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open.  Sixteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to 
recreational  ORV  use.  This  action  would  eliminate  approximately  100  visitor 
days  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  ways  at 
present. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Antelope  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  hunter  use.  Recreational  use 
for  this  activity  would  not  change,  but  would  remain  at  the  same  level  of  200 
hunter  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.  Mo  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA  and  none  are  planned.  Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

All  87,400  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Antelope  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsui table  for  wilderness  designation. 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreational  ORV  use. 

Approximately  220  visits  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  on  the  five  miles  of 

cherrystem  roads.  This  use  is  expected  to  increase  (about  20%  )  to  about  270 
visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

There  are  approximately  16  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the 
WSA  which  receive  100  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  annually.  No  other  development 
of  roads  or  ways  is  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Antelope  WSA  would  be  open  for  management  of  non-motorized  recreation 
use.  Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  200  hunter  days  per  year  within  the 
WSA,  and  is  expected  to  remain  at  that  level  in  the  foreseeable  future.  No 
recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.  Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated. 
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ROBERTS  WSA  (NV-060-541) 


Proposed  Action  (All  Wilderness) 

All  15,090  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Roberts  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   This  alternative  is  the  same  as 
Alternative  A  for  this  WSA. 


Recreation  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Roberts  WSA  including  2.5  miles  of  ways,  would  be  closed  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  100  visitor  days,  estimated  to  occur  in  the 
area  annually,  would  continue  on  two  miles  of  cherrystemmed  road. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Roberts  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities 
including  hunting,  horseback  riding,  camping,  hiking  and  rock  and  mountain 
climbing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  100  visitor  days  per  year  within 
the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  130  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  90  visitor  days 
and  are  expected  to  increase  to  125  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of 
recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area 
receives. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Roberts  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws.   Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  mining  claims,  which  have  plans  of 
operation  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   Two  mineral  developments 
of  the  198  mining  claims  that  currently  exist  in  the  WSA  are  anticipated. 

1.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated  on  the  border  of  the 
WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area.   The  access  would  be  from  outside  the  WSA. 
Road  construction  of  two  miles  is  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   Nineteen 
acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  with  about  three  acres  of  mine, 
six  acres  of  tailings,  three  acres  of  mill  and  three  acres  of  road. 

2.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated  on  the  border  of  the 
WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek  Area.   Access  would  be  from  Vinini  Creek.   About 
ten  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  including  about  two  acres  for 
the  mine,  three  acres  for  tailings,  and  one  and  a  half  acres  of  road  (one 
mile). 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 
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The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  a  low  favorability  for  oil  and  gas 
occurrence.   There  are  two  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  about  800  acres.   No 
development  is  expected  within  the  WSA. 


Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

All  15,090  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Roberts  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreation  ORV  use. 
Approximately  100  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA. 
This  use  is  expected  to  increase  to  130  visitor  days  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

There  are  two  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  that  protrude  into  the  WSA  and  2.5 

miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA.   These  would  be  managed 
to  provide  for  recreational  ORV  use  up  to  130  visitor  days  annual.   No  other 

development  of  roads  or  ways  is  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area 
receives. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Roberts  WSA  would  be  managed  to  provide  for  other  recreation  activities  in 
addition  to  recreation  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  hunting, 
hiking,  rock  and  mountain  climbing,  horseback  riding  and  camping.   Current  use 
is  estimated  at  about  100  visitor  days  per  year  within  the  WSA.   These 
recreation  visits  are  expected  to  increase  to  130  visitor  days  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  90 
visitor  days  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  125  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

A  high  level  of  mineral  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  in 
the  first  few  years  if  the  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  projected 
there  would  be  five  Notices  of  Intent  per  year  for  the  first  few  years.   Based 
on  past  experience,  it  is  expected  that  each  project  would  have  up  to  two 
miles  of  road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total  disturbed  area  of  five  acres.   The 
total  disturbance  in  the  WSA  is  expected  to  be  less  than  5,000  acres.   The 
results  of  this  exploration  will  determine  the  overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in 
the  future. 
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Although  there  are  no  known  discoveries,  some  development  of  the  198  existing 
mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated.  Geochemical  analyses  in  the 
Vinini  Creek  area  indicate  high  favorability  for  metallic  minerals  within  the 
WSA.   It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  two  discoveries: 

1.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated  on  the  border  of  the 
WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area.   The  access  would  be  from  outside  the  WSA. 
Road  construction  of  two  miles  is  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   Nineteen 
acres  total  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  with  about  three  acres  of 
mine,  six  acres  of  tailings,  three  acres  of  mill  and  three  acres  of  road. 

2.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated  on  the  border  of  the 
WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area.   Access  would  be  from  Vinini  Creek.   About 
ten  acres  total  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  including  about  two 
acres  for  the  mine,  three  acres  for  tailings,  and  one  and  a  half  acres  of 
road  (one  mile). 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  a  low  potential  for  oil  and  gas  occurrence. 
There  are  two  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  about  800  acres.   No  development  of 
these  is  anticipated  due  to  lack  of  industry  interest,  distance  from  markets, 
and  the  availability  of  better  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 
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SIMPSON  PARK  (NV-060-428) 
Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

All  49,670  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.  This  alternative  is  the  same  as 
Alterntive  B  for  this  WSA. 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreation  ORV  use. 

Approximately  130  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  occur  annually  within  the  WSA.  This 

use  is  expected  to  increase  to  160  visitor  days  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

There  are  30  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA  which 
provide  access  for  ORV  enthusiasts.  No  other  development  of  roads  or  ways  is 
anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  open  for  management  of  non-motorized  recreation 
use.  Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  120  hunter  days  per  year  within  the 
WSA,  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  160  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.  Development  of 
recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

A  high  level  of  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the 
first  few  years  if  the  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.  It  is  projected 
there  would  be  five  Notices  of  Intent  per  year  for  the  first  few  years.  Based 
on  past  experience,  it  is  expected  that  each  project  would  have  up  to  two 
miles  of  road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total  disturbed  area  of  five  acres.  The 
total  disturbance  in  the  WSA  due  to  exploration  is  expected  to  be  25  acres  per 
year  or  less  than  3,100  acres  in  the  forseeable  future.  The  results  of  this 
exploration  would  determine  the  overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in  the  future. 

Although  there  are  no  known  discoveries,  some  development  of  the  105  existing 
mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated.  Geochemical  analyses  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  WSA  indicate  4,500  acres  with  high  favorability  for 
metallic  minerals  within  the  WSA.  It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  one 
discovery: 

1.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the 
Shagnasty  Basin  area.  The  access  would  be  from  outside  the  WSA.  Two 
miles  of  road  construction  is  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.  About  nineteen 
acres  total  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  with  about  three  acres  of 
mine,  five  acres  of  tailings,  five  acres  of  mill  site  and  three  acres  of 
road. 
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Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  a  low  favorability  for  oil  and  gas 
occurrence.   No  exploration  or  development  is  anticipated  due  to  lack  of 
interest,  distance  from  markets,  and  the  availability  of  better  potential 
resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  49,670  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Approximately 
120  visitor  days  which  occur  annually  within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  hunter  use.   Recreational 
use  for  this  activity  would  not  change,  but  would  remain  at  the  same  level  of 
120  hunter  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities 
or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA  and  none  are  planned.   Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from 
all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  mining  claims  which  have  plan  of 
operations  filed  at  the  time  of  designation,  in  accordance  with  existing 
regulations . 

Although  there  are  no  known  discoveries,  some  development  of  the  105  existing 
mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated.   Geochemical  analyses  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  WSA  indicate  4,500  acres  with  high  favorability  for 
metallic  minerals  within  the  WSA.   It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  one 
discovery. 

1.   A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Shagnasty 
Basin  area.   The  access  would  be  from  outside  the  WSA.   Two  miles  of  road 
construction  are  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   About  nineteen  acres  total 
inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  with  about  three  acres  of  mine,  five 
acres  of  tailings,  five  acres  of  mill  site  and  three  acres  of  road. 
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Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 
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COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
Issue 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(No  Wilderness) 


ANTELOPE 


Impact  on 
Wilderness  Values 


i 


On  83,100  acres 
designated  as  wilderness, 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  be  retained . 
Special  features  in  the 
suitable  portion  consist- 
ing of  the  James  Wild 
Horse  Trap,  pristine 
spring  meadows  and  Indian 
relics  would  be  protected. 
On  the  4,800  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  not  be  a 
significant  impact  to 
naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
solitude. 


On  87,400  acres  of  the 
WSA,  there  would  be  a 
slight  improvement  of 
the  area's  naturalness 
solitude  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation 
because  approximately  100 
visitor  days  would  be 
eliminated.   Special 
features  of  James  Wild 
Horse  Trap,  pristine 
spring  meadows  and  Indian 
relics  would  be  protected. 


The  Antelope  WSA's 
wilderness  values 
of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  would  be 
reduced. 

Special  feature  of  James 
Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine 
meadows  and  Indian 
artifacts  would  be  more 
susceptible  to  degradation 
due  to  ORV  use. 


Impact  on 
Recreational  ORV 
Use 


The  83,100  acres  would  be 
closed  to  recreational 
ORV  use  in  the  designated 
wilderness,  however  five 
miles  of  cherrystem  roads 
would  remain  open  to 
recreational  ORV  use. 
This  would  not  change  the 
amount  of  use  which 
occurs  at  present. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  be  foregone  on  the 
87,400  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  100 
visitor  days  would  be 
foregone  annually. 
This  shift  in  use  would 
have  a  negligible  effect 
on  surrounding  public 
lands. 


There  would  be  an 
increase  in  off-road 
vehicle  use  within  the 
WSA. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROPOSED  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  A  ALTERNATIVE  B 

Issue (Partial  Wilderness)        (All  Wilderness)  (No  Wilderness) 


ANTELOPE  (continued) 


On  the  4,800  acres  of  the 
WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue  to 
increase  slightly,  but 
would  not  exceed  100 
visitor  days  annually  for 
the  foreseeable  future. 


I 
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COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
Issue 


Impact  on 
Wilderness  Values 


I 


Impact  on 
Recreational  ORV 
Use 


Impact  on 
Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ROBERTS 


Wilderness  values  would 
be  slightly  enhanced  on 
most  of  the  15,090  acres 
of  the  Roberts  WSA.  The 
natural  arches,  caves, 
fishable  stream  and 
waterfall  and  other  scenic 
values  would  be  preserved. 
The  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  and  solitude 
would  be  lost  on  approxi- 
mately 29  acres  in  the 
areas  of  mineral 
development. 

There  would  be  no  impact 
on  recreational  off-road 
vehicle  use. 


No  impact  to  development 
of  precious  metal s 
resources  would  occur. 
Exploration  would  be 
foregone  on  15,090  acres 
of  the  WSA. 


Same  as  Proposed 
Action. 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(No  Wilderness) 


The  Roberts  WSA  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness  and 
outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  would  be  lost 
on  29  acres  within  the  WSA. 
The  natural  arches,  caves, 
fishable  stream  and 
waterfall  and  other  scenic 
values  would  be  susceptible 
to  degradation  by  actions  of 
mineral  exploration  and 
development  and  ORV  use. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  remain  below  130 
visitor  days  annually. 
There  would  be  a  slight 
increase  in  recreational 
ORV  use. 

There  would  probably  be 
an  acceleration  of 
geothermal  exploration  and 
development  of  precious 
metals  resources  in  the 
Roberts  WSA. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
Issue 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(No  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(No  Wilderness) 


Impact  on 
Wilderness  Values 


i 

o 
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Impact  on 
Recreational  ORV 
Vehicle  Use 


Impact  on 
Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 


SIMPSON  PARK 


The  Simpson  Park  WSA's 
wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and  out- 
standing opportunities 
for  solitude  would  be 
lost  due  to  mineral 
exploration  on  25  acres 
per  year,  development  on 
19  acres  and  continued 
ORV  use. 

There  would  be  no  impact 
on  recreational  ORV  use. 


There  would  probably  be 
an  acceleration  of 
exploration  and  develop- 
ment of  barite  and 
precious  metals  resources 
on  about  3,100  acres  in 
the  Simpson  Park  WSA. 


Wilderness  values  would 
be  slightly  enhanced  on 
most  of  the  49,670  acres 
of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA. 
The  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  and  soli- 
tude would  be  lost  on 
approximately  19  acres 
in  the  areas  of  mineral 
development. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of 
130  visitor  days  would  be 
foregone  annually.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  other  public  lands 
would  be  negligible. 

No  impact  to  development 
of  precious  metals 
resources  would  occur. 
Exploration  would  be 
foregone  on  3,100  acres 
of  the  WSA. 


Same  as  Proposed  Action. 
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CHAPTER  3 
AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 

ANTELOPE  WSA  NV-060-231/241 

General  Characteristics 

The  Antelope  Wilderness  Study  Area  is  located  in  the  Antelope  Range  and 
contains  approximately  87,400  acres  of  public  land,  about  2  percent  of  the 
resource  area.   It  is  oval  shaped,  approximately  twenty-five  miles  long  and 
eight  miles  wide  with  an  average  elevation  differential  of  about  two  thousand 
feet.   The  size  of  the  area  contributes  significantly  to  the  diversity  of 
landform,  vegetation  types,  and  wilderness  characteristics  within  the  unit. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   The  area  is  generally  free  from  human  imprints  and  is  in  a 
natural  state.   The  following  imprints  are  substantially  unnoticeable  in  the 
wilderness  area  as  a  whole:  thirteen  ways  totaling  16.5  miles,  four  water 
developments,  a  small  seeding  totaling  approximately  300  acres  in  the 
northeast  portion  of  the  unit  near  Crested  Wheat  Ridge,  five  fences  which 
protrude  a  short  way  into  the  unit,  and  a  small  enclosure  in  the  southeast 
portion  of  the  unit.   All  imprints  are  the  result  of  livestock  grazing 
operations  and  firewood  cutting. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   The  Antelope  wilderness  study  area  is  in  a  very 
remote  section  of  Nevada.   Naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  are 
affected  very  little  by  outside  sights  and  sounds.   There  are  seven 
cherry-stemmed  roads  totaling  11  miles  and  other  roads  that  follow  the 
boundary  around  most  of  the  unit,  but  these  are,  for  the  most  part, 
unnoticeable  from  within  the  unit.   Traffic  on  these  roads  is  very  light,  and 
associated  mainly  with  livestock  grazing. 

The  unit  contains  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.   Located  twenty 
miles  from  the  nearest  paved  highway,  the  area  is  extremely  remote  and  seldom 
visited.   A  mixture  of  diverse  topography  and  vegetation  combine  to  form 
excellent  screening  in  the  unit.   In  addition,  size  and  topography  combine  to 
form  almost  unlimited  secluded  spots.   The  interior  of  the  unit  provides  very 
limited  motorized  access  ensuring  seclusion  to  almost  any  degree  sought. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   The  area  offers 
abundant  opportunities  for  sustained  high-elevation  hiking  and  horseback 
riding,  hunting,  sightseeing,  photography,  and  historical  and  archaeological 
study.   These  factors,  in  combination,  offer  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  within  the  wilderness  study  area. 
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Special  Features:   Untrampled  spring  meadows,  uncommon  in  Nevada,  occur  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  unit.   A  group  of  Shoshone  Indian  wickiups,  the  James 
Wild  Horse  Trap  -  rows  of  pinyon  and  juniper  piled  together  to  form  barriers 
for  horses  -  (listed  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places),  and  many 
scattered  archaeological  sites  exist  in  the  unit.  Being  relatively 
undisturbed,  these  special  features  enhance  the  suitability  of  the  area  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Livestock 

There  are  five  livestock  allotments  located  within  the  Antelope  WSA:   7-mile, 
Snowball,  Hicks  Station,  Morey  and  Wagon  Johnnie.   Three  permittees  share 
spring-summer-fall  authorized  use.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  4,900 
AUMs  within  the  WSA.   In  the  spring,  the  cattle  generally  use  the  valley 
bottoms  and  fans  and  gradually  work  to  the  tops  of  the  mountain  ranges  where 
they  stay  until  fall.   This  pattern  of  use  can  vary  depending  on  the 
availability  of  water,  and  the  weather. 

Recreation 

The  Antelope  WSA  offers  abundant  opportunities  for  sustained  high-elevation 
hiking  and  horseback  riding,  hunting,  sightseeing,  photography,  and  historical 
and  archaeological  study.   Virtually  all  recreation  use  occurs  on  weekends  and 
holidays  and  involves  vehicle  use.   The  majority  of  vehicle  use  occurs  on 
existing  ways  and  roads. 

Minerals 

The  Antelope  WSA  has  been  determined  to  have  generally  low  potential  for 
mineral  resources  with  a  low  degree  of  confidence.   There  is  low  potential  for 
locatable  minerals  based  upon  sketchy  indirect  evidence.   Currently  there  are 
no  mining  claims  within  the  WSA.   Oil  and  gas  potential  is  low,  however,  there 
are  five  post-FLPMA  oil  and  gas  lease  covering  8,640  acres.   The  geothermal 
potential  is  rated  as  moderate  based  upon  indirect  evidence. 

Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Antelope  WSA  supports  populations  of  mule  deer  year  round,  on 
approximately  72,000  acres  of  the  WSA.   The  habitat  condition  is  estimated  to 
be  fair.   Although  the  deer  numbers  are  generally  down,  based  on  long-term 
population  trends,  they  have  been  increasing  in  recent  years  (Hess,  1981). 
This  increase  has  been  attributed  to  good  fawn  production,  mild  winters,  and  a 
hunter  quota  system  implemented  in  1975  (Tsukamoto,  1979,  Hess,  1982). 

Sage  grouse  use  most  of  the  Antelope  WSA  (95%). 

There  are  no  fishable  streams  in  the  Antelope  WSA  and  only  70  acres  of 
wetland/riparian  areas.   There  are  no  known  threatened  or  endangered  species 
in  the  WSA.   Asclepias  eastwoodiana  is  not  on  the  list  of  threatened  or 
endangered  species  but  is  a  sensitive  plant.   This  plant  is  found  just  outside 
the  Antelope  WSA  on  the  southwest  corner.   However,  no  projects  or  activities 
planned  within  the  WSA  would  be  in  the  area  or  affect  the  area  where  this 
plant  is  located. 
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ROBERTS  WSA  (NV-060-541) 

The  Roberts  wilderness  study  area  is  located  in  the  Roberts  Creek  Mountains 
and  contains  approximately  15,090  acres  of  public  land  (approximately  0.3 
percent  of  the  resource  area).   It  is  oval  shaped  and  surrounded  on  three 
sides  by  major  valley  systems.   For  the  relatively  small  amount  of  acreage 
involved,  the  unit  offers  diverse  features  and  characteristics  not  common  in 
central  Nevada. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   The  area  is  generally  free  from  human  imprints  and  is  in  a 
natural  state.  Those  imprints  present  are  substantially  unnoticeable  in  the 
Roberts  WSA  as  a  whole.   Five  ways  totaling  2.5  miles  are  in  the  unit.   Three 
fences  protrude  into  the  unit.   No  known  water  developments  are  present.   A 
small  mining  prospect  was  found  on  the  western  side  of  the  unit,  but  is 
substantially  unnoticeable  in  the  area  as  a  whole.   The  nature  of  the 
intrusions  does  not  warrant  their  exclusion.   For  specific  locations  of  these 
imprints,  see  the  Roberts  Imprint  of  Man  map  located  in  this  chapter. 

Ranches  and  roads  outside  the  boundary  are  visible  in  the  distance  from 
certain  points  inside  the  Roberts  WSA.   These  are  considered  minor  and  may  add 
to  the  wilderness  experience  by  giving  one  a  sense  of  remoteness  and 
isolation,  and  also  by  heightening  the  user's  awareness  and  appreciation  of 
the  area's  outstanding  wilderness  values  in  contrast  to  sights  and  sounds 
outside  the  wilderness  area. 

There  are  no  existing  major  noise  sources  outside  the  unit  that  would  have  an 
affect  upon  the  wilderness  experience.   The  potential  does  exist  for  two  new 
mining  operations  to  start  in  the  future  near  the  Roberts  WSA.   Several  roads 
form  the  boundary  around  portions  of  the  unit.   There  may  be  vehicle  sounds, 
but  these  would  not  adversely  affect  the  wilderness  character  of  the  area. 
Currently,  the  roads  are  not  heavily  traveled. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   The  unit  contains  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude.   Spread  over  an  extremely  jagged  and  varied  topography  the  unit  is 
characterized  by  narrow,  deep  canyons  forested  with  willow,  cottonwood,  aspen, 
birch,  and  dogwood  trees.   Barren  rock  ridges  and  isolated  stands  of  mountain 
mahogany  and  limber  pine  combine  with  the  canyons  to  offer  abundant  natural 
screening  and  offer  many  opportunities  for  the  user  to  find  a  secluded  spot. 
The  Roberts  WSA  offers  a  wide  diversity  of  terrain,  vegetation  and  scenery. 
The  massif  consists  of  a  series  of  rugged  peaks  forming  a  broken  ridge. 
Numerous  canyons  and  valleys  surround  the  ridge  breaking  the  unit  into  areas. 
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Late  spring  through  late  fall  is  the  best  time  for  travel  in  the  area.   August 
and  September  can  be  hot  (90  to  100  degrees)  at  the  lower  elevations  but  the 
higher  slopes  are  usually  plesantly  cool.   Winter  temperatures  are  extremely 
cold  (very  often  sub-zero).   High  winds  and  almost  perpetual  clouds  at  the 
higher  elevations  make  winter  travel  unadvisable  except  in  the  sheltered 
canyon  bottoms.   Snow  depths  at  these  lower  elevations  are  usually  sufficient 
for  snow  travel. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   The  Roberts  Creek/ 
Vinini  Creek  and  the  Dry  Creek  areas  offer  slopes  of  varying  degrees  and  a 
variety  of  scenic  attractions  for  cross-country  skiing  and  snowshoeing. 
Suitable  snow  depths  usually  occur  throughout  this  area. 

Horseback  riding  is  fairly  easy  throughout  this  area  and  access  to  the  bowl 
just  below  the  peak  of  Roberts  Mountain  is  not  difficult.   For  extended 
travel,  one  can  climb  out  of  the  bowl  and  drop  into  the  Pete  Hansen  or  Dry 
Creek  drainages. 

The  south  side  of  the  unit  is  steep  and  provides  few  opportunities  to 
penetrate  the  unit.   There  are  a  number  of  small  caves  above  Roberts  Creek. 
Most  are  located  on  cliff  faces  and  may  require  some  degree  of  rock  climbing 
ability.   The  rocks  are  Devonian  sedimentaries  with  numerous  fossils,  but  are 
crumbly. 

The  road  along  the  south  side  of  the  unit  provides  access  to  the  upper  end  of 
the  south  fork  of  Pete  Hansen  Creek  and  the  routes  previously  discussed  there. 

Considering  the  small  amount  of  acreage  contained  in  the  unit,  the  area  offers 
a  wide  variety  of  special  features.  Much  diversity  in  ecological  features  is 
f  ound . 

Because  of  its  rapid  change  in  elevation,  the  unit  exhibits  a  variety  of 
habitats  in  close  proximity  to  one  another.   These  incluae  the  northern  desert 
shrub  community,  a  pinyon-juniper  tree  forest,  a  sub-alpine  herbacious/sage 
community,  and  a  scattered  boreal  forest  of  limber  pine.   Open  stands  of 
mountain  mahogany  replace  the  pinyon/ juniper  forest  and  sub-alpine  vegetation 
in  some  areas,  primarily  on  south-facing  slopes. 

Special  Features:   The  Roberts  thrust,  responsible  for  the  mountain's 
existence,  is  one  of  the  great  structural  features  of  the  intermountain  west. 
This  provides  for  excellent  geological  study.   Universities  as  far  away  as 
Ohio  and  Nebraska,  and  students  from  England  have  participated  in  geologic 
field  trips  and  mapping  exercises  in  the  area  during  the  summer  months.   The 
main  scientific  values  of  the  area  are  its  "window  on  the  mantle" 
characteristic,  a  geological  formation  associated  with  the  Roberts  Mountain 
Thrust  Fault,  and  the  ecological  island  aspect  of  the  higher  elevations.   The 
unit  offers  much  scenic  value  and  dominates  the  view  for  miles  around. 
Western  Peak,  a  rocky,  high-elevation  point,  is  an  interesting  formation,  and 
offers  scenic  value  from  many  observation  points  outside  of  the  unit.   A  small 
perennial  twenty-five  foot  waterfall  occurs  in  the  north  fork  of  Pete  Hansen 
Creek.   Two  small  seasonal  ponds  are  found  on  Roberts  Creek  Mountain. 
Numerous  caves  and  at  least  one  natural  arch  are  found  in  the  rock  cliffs 
within  the  unit. 
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Livestock 

There  are  two  livestock  allotments  located  within  the  Roberts  WSA,  JD 
Allotment  and  Roberts  Mountain  Allotment.   Two  permittees  share  spring-summer- 
fall  authorized  use.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  1,600  AUMs  within  the 
WSA.   In  the  spring,  the  cattle  generally  use  the  valley  bottoms  and  fans  and 
gradually  work  to  the  tops  of  the  mountain  ranges  where  they  stay  until  fall. 
This  pattern  of  use  can  vary  depending  on  the  availability  of  water  and  the 
weather. 

Recreation 

The  Roberts  WSA  offers  abundant  opportunities  for  sustained  high-elevation 
hiking  and  horseback  riding,  hunting,  sightseeing,  photography,  and  historical 
and  archaeological  study.   Virtually  all  recreation  use  occurs  on  weekends  and 
holidays  and  involves  vehicle  use.   The  majority  of  vehicle  use  occurs  on 
existing  ways  and  roads. 

Minerals 

The  locatable  mineral  potential  of  the  southern  third,  or  approximately  6,000 
acres,  of  the  Roberts  WSA  is  high  (see  the  Roberts  Mineral  Potential  and 
Mining  Claim  map  in  this  chapter)  for  both  precious  and  base  metals  based  on 
indirect  evidence.   The  structural  features,  stratigraphic  characteristics, 
gravity  data,  aeromagnetic  data,  and  the  presence  of  numerous  intrusive  bodies 
all  are  favorable  for  mineral  accumulation.   The  northern  two-thirds  of  the 
area,  or  approximately  9,000  acres,  has  moderate  potential  for  locatable 
minerals  based  upon  both  abundant  direct  and  sketchy  indirect  evidence. 
Barite,  a  locatable  mineral,  is  rated  as  having  moderate  potential  for  the 
entire  wilderness  study  area. 

The  leasable  mineral  potential  for  the  Roberts  wilderness  study  area  is  very 
low  for  oil,  gas,  sodium,  and  potassium;  moderate  for  phosphate;  and  low  for 
geothermal  resources.   Oil,  gas,  sodium  and  potassium  will  not  be  discussed 
any  further  in  this  section  due  to  their  low  probability  of  occurrence. 

Phosphate-bearing  sections  are  reported  to  occur  in  the  Vinini  formation  by 
Rogers,  et.  al . ,  1970.   The  section  of  occurrence  is  reported  to  be  on  Vinini 
Creek  immediately  east  of  the  study  area.   The  Vinini  formation  is  known  to 
occur  within  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA  and  this  indirect  evidence  is  the  basis 
for  the  moderate  rating. 

The  geothermal  potential  is  classified  as  low  based  upon  insufficient  data. 
Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Roberts  WSA  supports  populations  of  mule  deer  year  round  on  approximately 
15,000  acres  of  the  WSA.   The  habitat  condition  is  estimated  to  be  fair. 
Although  the  deer  numbers  are  generally  down  based  on  long-term  population 
trends,  they  have  been  increasing  in  recent  years  (Hess,  1981).   This  increase 
has  been  attributed  to  good  fawn  production,  mild  winters,  and  a  hunter  quota 
system  implemented  in  1975  (Tsukamoto,  1979,  Hess,  1982). 
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Sage  grouse  use  most  of  the  Roberts  WSA. 

There  is  a  fishable  stream  in  the  Roberts  WSA  and  about  150  acres  of 
wetland/riparian  areas.   There  are  no  known  threatened  or  endangered  species 
in  the  WSA. 
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SIMPSON  PARK  WSA  NV-060-428 

The  Simpson  Park  wilderness  study  area  is  located  in  the  Simpson  Park  Mountain 
Range  and  contains  approximately  49,670  acres  of  public  land  (about  1.1 
percent  of  the  resource  area)  .   It  is  approximately  seventeen  miles  long  and 
five  miles  wide.   The  area  is  of  sufficient  size  to  offer  a  variety  of 
wildlife  habitat,  vegetation,  and  topography. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   The  northern  portion  of  the  unit  contains  a  substantial  number 
of  human  imprints,  that  negatively  affect  the  wilderness  character  of  the 
area.   The  southern  portion  of  the  unit  is  generally  free  from  human  imprints 
and  is  in  a  natural  state.   In  the  northern  portion,  disturbances  are  present 
in  Big  Canyon,  Moonshine  Canyon,  and  Hiller  Canyon.   A  way  extends  into 
Moonshine  Canyon  approximately  one  mile,  and  at  one  point  crosses  the  slope 
and  connects  into  a  road  in  the  canyon  lying  directly  south  of  Moonshine 
Canyon.   A  road  extends  into  Big  Canyon  approximately  one  mile  and  turns  into 
a  way  that  continues  approximately  one  more  mile  to  a  spring  development. 
Approximately  one-half  mile  south  of  Big  Canyon,  a  way  follows  the  slope  to 
the  top  of  the  range. 

A  way  extends  into  Hiller  Canyon  approximately  a  mile  and  one-half.  A  spring 

development  is  present  farther  up  the  canyon.   Underwood  Canyon  has  a 

cherry-stemmed  road  extending  one  and  one-half  miles  into  the  unit.  A  spring 

development,  located  on  forty  acres  of  private  property,  is  farther  up  the 

canyon.   Wood  Canyon  has  a  way  protuding  five-eights  of  a  mile  into  the  unit. 
A  spring  development  is  farther  up  the  canyon.   At  the  head  of  Trail  Canyon  a 

road  circles  in  and  back  out  of  the  unit.   A  way  and  a  fence  extend  a  short 
distance  into  the  unit  on  the  west  side  of  Ackerman  Canyon. 

In  Salt  Marsh  Canyon,  a  way  extends  north  from  the  private  ground 
approximately  one  and  one-forth  miles.   Another  way  is  present  near  the 
private  ground  farther  into  Ackerman  Canyon.   Cow  Canyon  has  a  way  extending 
one  mile  into  the  unit.   In  Grubbs  Canyon,  a  way  extends  a  short  distance  west 
from  the  boundary  of  the  private  property. 

Shagnasty  Basin  was  identified  during  the  wilderness  inventory  as  unnatural. 
Numerous  ways  and  old  mining  scrapes  that  were  not  identified  during  the 
inventory  phase  extend  west  from  the  boundary  of  the  unnatural  area  into  the 
unit.   One  goes  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  to  another  forty-acre 
parcel  of  private  land  within  the  unit.   Further  along  on  this  way  another  way 
extends  in  one  mile  and  then  out  of  the  unit.   Another  way  extends  from  that 
way  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  to  Fagin  Mountain. 

Snow  Water  Canyon  has  a  way  extending  from  the  cherrystemmed  road 
approximately  one  and  one-half  miles.   Immediately  north  of  Snow  Water  Canyon 
another  way  protrudes  one  mile  into  the  unit.   A  way  extends  from  the 
cherrystemmed  road  in  West  Cottonwood  Canyon  and  splits  into  two  separate 
ways.   Another  way  stems  off  from  here  towards  Fagin  Springs. 
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At  Petunia  Springs  a  way  leads  to  a  water  development  and  from  there  it 
extends  up  the  mountain  approximately  two  miles  and  connects  into  the  way 
extending  from  Cottonwood  Canyon.   A  cherry-stemmed  road  extends  into  the  unit 
approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  just  north  of  the  north  fork  stream  and 
turns  into  a  way  extending  a  mile  and  one-half  both  north  and  south  of  Buck 
Mountain.   Numerous  fences  are  present  within  the  unit,  mainly  on  the  northern 
end.   (For  specific  locations  of  these  imprints,  see  the  Simpson  Park  Range 
Projects  map  in  this  chapter.) 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   Sights  and  sounds  outside  the  boundary  of  the 
Simpson  Park  wilderness  study  area  would  have  little  effect  on  the  quality  of 
a  wilderness  experience  within  the  unit.   Lack  of  development  and  the 
remoteness  of  the  area  are  the  primary  reasons  for  this.   The  area  is  long  and 
narrow  with  private  land  protruding  into  the  mountain  range  at  various 
places.   Private  land  borders  the  unit  at  five  places:   The  Gund  Ranch  in  the 
northeast  portion,  the  Indian  Ranch  in  the  southwest  portion,  two  places  at 
the  Ackerman  Ranch,  and  at  Grubbs  Canyon  in  the  southeast  portion  of  the  unit. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  diversity  of 
opportunities  for  hiking,  horseback  riding,  and  hunting  contribute  to  an 
overall  outstanding  opportunity  for  recreation. 

Special  Features:   No  special  features  of  geological,  ecological,  scientific, 
educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value  are  known  to  exist  in  the  Simpson 
Park  wilderness  study  area. 

Livestock 

There  are  five  livestock  allotments  located  within  the  Simpson  Park  WSA, 
3-Bars,  Grass  Valley,  Underwood,  Santa  Fe-Ferguson,  and  Dry  Creek.   Seven 
permittees  share  spring-summer-fall  authorized  use.   Current  use  is  estimated 
at  about  3,600  AUMs  within  the  WSA.   In  the  spring,  the  cattle  generally  use 
the  valley  bottoms  and  fans  and  gradually  work  to  the  tops  of  the  mountain 
ranges  where  they  stay  until  fall.   This  pattern  of  use  can  vary  depending  on 
the  availability  of  water  and  the  weather. 

Recreation 

The  Simpson  Park  WSA  offers  abundant  opportunities  for  sustained 
high-elevation  hiking  and  horseback  riding,  hunting,  sightseeing,  photography, 
and  historical  and  archaeological  study.   Virtually  all  recreation  use  occurs 
on  weekends  and  holidays  and  involves  vehicle  use.   The  majority  of  vehicle 
use  occurs  on  the  existing  ways  and  roads. 

Minerals 

The  locatable  mineral  potential  of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  is  very  high.   The 
northern  end  of  the  area  has  known  outcrops  of  barite  and  excellent  potential 
for  additional  deposits.   The  available  data  provide  abundant  direct  evidence 
to  indicate  high  favorability  for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources  for 
approximately  4,500  acres  in  the  northern  end  of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA. 
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There  are  presently  three  mining  plans  of  operation  on  record  for  this  area. 
Upon  release  from  wilderness  interim  management  further  exploration  would 
occur.   Extraction  of  the  identified  locatable  mineral  resources  would  be 
expected. 

The  leasable  mineral  potential  of  the  Simpson  Park  Wilderness  Study  Area  is 
very  low  for  oil,  gas,  sodium;  low  for  phosphate;  and  moderate  for  geothermal 
resources.   Oil,  gas,  sodium,  and  potassium  will  not  be  discussed  any  further 
in  this  section  due  to  their  low  probability  of  occurrence. 

Phosphate-bearing  sections  are  reported  to  occur  in  the  Vinini  formation  by 
Rogers,  et.al.,  1970.   No  phosphate  is  specifically  reported  in  the  Simpson 
Park  WSA  itself,  however  the  Vinini  formation  does  cover  a  significant  portion 
of  the  study  area.   Therefore,  the  mineral  potential  for  phosphate  is  rated  as 
low  based  upon  indirect  evidence. 

Geothermal  potential  is  greatest  along  the  range  front  fault  on  the  west  side 
of  the  Simpson  Park  Range.  Walti  Hot  Springs,  four  miles  north  of  the  WSA, 
exhibits  artesian  flow  of  approximately  five  hundred  gallons  per  minute  with  a 
measured  temperature  of  73  degrees  centigrade  (162  degrees  farenheit).   The 
geothermal  potential  is  rated  as  moderate  only  due  to  lack  of  identified 
thermal  springs  at  the  surface. 

Currently  there  are  50  post-FLPMA  claims  within  the  WSA.   There  are  five 
post-FLPMA  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  8,640  acres. 

Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Simpson  Park  WSA  supports  populations  of  mule  deer  year  round  on 
approximately  47,500  acres  of  the  WSA.   The  habitat  condition  is  estimated  to 
be  fair.   Although  the  deer  numbers  are  generally  down  based  on  long-tem 
population  trends,  they  have  been  increasing  in  recent  years  (Hess,  1981). 
This  increase  has  been  attributed  to  good  fawn  production,  mild  winters,  and  a 
hunter  quota  system  implemented  in  1975  (Tsukamoto,  1979,  Hess,  1982). 

Sage  grouse  use  most  of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA. 

There  are  no  fishable  streams  in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  and  only  200  acres  of 
wetland/riparian  areas.   There  are  no  known  threatened  or  endangered  species 
in  the  WSA. 
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CHAPTER  4 

ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

ANTELOPE  WSA  (NV-060-231/241) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  83,100  acres  of  the  Antelope  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  4,800  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  83,100  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 

Suitable 

Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open.   This  is  anticipated  to 
allow  for  continued  recreational  access  to  the  areas  adjacent  to  the  roads. 
0RV  visitor  use  on  the  cherrystem  roads  is  anticipated  to  remain  at  220 
visitor  days  annually  and  would  have  a  negligible  impact  on  naturalness  and 
solitude  within  the  WSA.   The  7.5  miles  of  ways,  which  would  be  closed  to  ORV 
use,  would  be  allowed  to  revegetate  and  would  add  to  the  quality  of 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.   Closing  the  ways  to 
ORV  use  would  not  change  the  amount  of  use  which  occurs  at  present.   The 
projected  increase  in  hunter  use  is  not  expected  to  affect  the  values  of 
naturalness  or  solitude,  but  would  contribute  to  use  of  the  cherrystem  roads. 
The  features  of  the  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  spring  meadows  and 
secluded  remains  of  Indian  wickiups  would  be  protected  from  possible 
degradation  by  ORVs  running  over  meadows  and  artifacts. 

Required  maintenance  would  be  provided  for  the  existing  four  spring 
developments  and  for  livestock  grazing  management.   Two  miles  of  new  fence 
would  be  completed  in  the  WSA.   This  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the 
area's  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  fence  because  of 
vegetative  disturbance.   Within  three  years  of  construction,  vegetation  would 
become  re-established  so  that  the  disturbance  would  be  substantially 
unnoticeable. 
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Nonsuitable 

The  4,800  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  for  recreational 
ORV  use.   Nine  miles  of  way  would  be  open  to  ORVs  and  recreational  ORV  use  on 
this  parcel  would  remain  below  100  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  not  impact  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  solitude 
in  this  area  to  a  significant  degree  as  this  use  occurs  at  present. 

Oil  and  gas  exploration  is  not  anticipated  in  the  WSA  and  no  impacts  to 
wilderness  values  would  occur. 

Development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness  values,  since  no 
mineral  development  is  expected. 

Conclusion.   On  the  83,100  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  be  retained.   Special  features  in  the  suitable  portion 
consisting  of  the  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  spring  meadows  and 
Indian  relics  would  be  protected.   On  the  4,800  acres  not  designated 
wilderness,  there  would  not  be  a  significant  impact  to  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  83,100  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use  except  on  five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  which  would  remain  open  to  ORV 
use.   Continued  recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  220  visitor  days  on 
the  cherrystem  roads  would  be  expected  annually. 

The  4,800  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  slightly  but  remain  under 
100  visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   The  83,100  acres  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use  in 

the  designated  wilderness,  however  five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would 

remain  open  to  recreational  ORV  use.  This  would  not  change  the  amount  of 
use  which  occurs  at  present. 

On  the  4,800  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase  slightly,  but  would  not  exceed  100  visitor 
days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

There  are  no  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  anticipated  from  this  alternative. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

On  the  83,100  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
retained. 
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On  the  4,800  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all   present  uses  would 
continue.     Off-road  vehicle  use  would  not  have  a  significant  effect  on 
wilderness  values. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

No  irreversible  or  irretrievable  commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  expected 
under  this  alternative. 


Alternative  A  (All   Wilderness) 

Under  the  All   Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  87,400  acres  of  the  Antelope 
WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  resulting  increases  in 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  through  the  elimination  of  ORV  use  in  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Required  maintenance  would  be  provided  for  the  existing  four  spring 
developments  for  livestock  grazing  management.     Two  miles  of  fence  would  be 
completed  in  the  WSA.     This  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on  the 
area's  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  fence  because  of 
vegetation  disturbance.     Within  three  years  of  construction,  vegetation  would 
become  re-established  so  that  the  disturbance  would  be  substantially 
unnoticeable. 

Five  miles  of  cherry stem  roads  would  remain  open.     Sixteen  miles  of  ways  would 
be  closed  to  recreational   ORV  use.     This  action  would  eliminate  approximately 
100  visitor  days  of  recreational   ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the 
ways  at  present.     Elimination  of  surface  disturbance  from  ORV  use  would 
improve  the  area's  naturalness.     Additional   benefits  to  naturalness  would 
occur  from  rehabilitation  of  ways  in  the  area.     The  elimination  of  100  visitor 
days  of  ORV  use  per  year  on  the  ways  would  also  add  to  the  value  of  solitude 
by  removing  the  presence  of  vehicles  and  limiting  frequency  of  visitors  to  the 
area.     The  continued  hunter  use  is  not  expected  to  affect  values  of 
naturalness  and  solitude  because  motorized  vehicles  would  not  be  used, 
although  the  hunters  would  likely  walk  on  ways. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  recreation,  and  the  supplemental   features  of 
outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic  area  would  be  enhanced  on  87,400 
acres  of  the  WSA  through  the  rehabilitation  of  ways.     Special   features 
including  the  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  meadows  and  Indian  Wickiups 
would  be  protected  from  possible  degradation  by  ORVs  running  through  meadows 
and  over  artifacts. 
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Conclusion.   On  87,400  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness,  solitude  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  because  approximately  100  visitor  days 
would  be  eliminated.   Special  features  of  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine 
spring  meadows  and  Indian  relics  would  be  protected. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  87,400  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open.   Sixteen  miles  of 
ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
about  100  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  ways  at 
the  present.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for  recreational 
ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore,  recreational  ORV  use 
foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  87,400  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  100  visitor  days  on  the  ways  would  be  foregone 
annually.   This  shift  in  use  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  surrounding 
public  lands. 


Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  87,400  acres  of  the  Antelope  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  ORV  use  and  the  resulting 
impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Mineral  development  activity  is  not  anticipated  even  if  the  area  is  not 
designated  as  wilderness.   Therefore,  no  impacts  to  wilderness  values  from 
mineral  developments  would  occur. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  solitude.   However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV 
use  is  estimated  to  be  less  than  220  visitor  days  annually  and  is  expected  to 
remain  below  270  visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   The 
increase  of  motorized  use  by  20%  in  the  WSA  would  contribute  to  a  loss  of  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  loss  of  rehabilitation  of  ways  within  the  WSA, 
the  increase  of  frequency  of  visitors  within  the  area,  and  noise  from 
vehicular  traffic  on  roads  and  ways.   The  availability  of  approximately  16 
miles  of  ways  would  provide  hunter  access  to  the  WSA,  but  would  detract  from 
the  feeling  of  a  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  experience. 
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Special  features  such  as  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  spring  meadows  and 
Indian  Wickiup  remains  within  the  WSA  would  be  more  susceptible  to 
degradation  due  to  increased  ORV  use. 

Other  recreation  uses  would  remain  at  levels  below  200  visitor  days  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  would  not  significantly  impact  opportunities 
for  solitude,  as  no  increase  in  use  would  occur  and  existing  use  is  minimal 
for  the  area. 

Two  miles  of  fence  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities  would  not 
change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would  not 
affect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   The  Antelope  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
would  be  reduced. 

Special  features  of  James  Wild  Horse  Trap,  pristine  meadows  and  Indian 
artifacts  would  be  more  susceptible  to  degradation  due  to  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  increase  to  270 
visitor  days  annually  (20%)  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  an  increase  in  off-road  vehicle  use  within  the 
WSA. 
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ROBERTS  WSA  (NV-060-541) 

Proposed  Action  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the  entire  15,090  acres  of  public  land  in  the 
Roberts  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  mineral  withdrawal 
and  ORV  closure  in  designated  wilderness,  the  resulting  effects  on  mineral 
development  and  recreational  ORV  use,  and  the  protection  of  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation,  and  the  supplemental  features  of  diversity  of 
wildlife,  vegetation,  and  topography  would  be  retained  in  most  of  the  WSA. 
Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  WSA  from  mineral  entry. 

Two  developments  of  the  198  existing  raining  claims  in  the  WSA  are  anticipated 
to  meet  the  criteria  for  a  valid  discovery  at  the  time  of  designation.   In  the 
foreseeable  future,  wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  mineral 
development  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis,  it  is 
assumed  that  in  the  foreseeable  future  there  would  be  two  discoveries  for 
mineral  resources  in  this  WSA:   1)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on 
the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area.   The  access  would  be  from 
outside  the  WSA.   Two  miles  of  road  construction  is  anticipated  inside  the 
WSA.   About  19  acres  total  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  with  the  mine  and 
tailings;  and  2)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the 
WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area.   Access  would  be  from  Vinini  Creek.   About  ten 
acres  total  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  including  the  mine,  pit,  and  one 
mile  of  road. 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  15,090-acre  Roberts  WSA  to  all 
forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.   There  would  be  access  by  motorized  vehicles  on 
approximately  two  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  that  protrude  into  the  WSA.   This 
action  would  not  eliminate  approximately  100  visitor  days  of  recreational  ORV 
use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   However  closure  of 
the  ways  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of  elimination  of 
some  surface  disturbance.   The  wilderness  experience  would  improve  because 
visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

Livestock  grazing  and  range  management  actions  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values  in  the  WSA  because  no  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and 
maintenance  activities  would  not  change. 

The  areas  many  special  features,  the  natural  arches,  the  caves,  the  fishable 
streams  with  the  waterfall,  deep  and  narrow  canyons,  rugged  peaks  and  broken 
ridge  and  scenic  qualities  would  receive  the  added  protection  from  tighter 
retrictions  placed  on  surface  disturbing  activities  within  the  wilderness 
areas . 
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Conclusion.   Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  most  of  the 
15,090  acres  of  the  Roberts  WSA.   The  natural  arches,  caves,  fishable 
stream  and  waterfall  and  other  scenic  values  would  be  preserved.   The 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  and  solitude  would  be  lost  on 
approximately  29  acres  in  the  areas  of  mineral  development. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  15,090-acre  Roberts  WSA  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   Two  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open. 
Recreational  ORV  use  of  approximately  100  visitor  days  would  not  change. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  off-road  vehicle  use. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Roberts  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral 
entry  and  mineral  leasing.   Exploration  would  be  eliminated  under  wilderness 
designation.   This  includes  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  moderate 
potential  for  geothermal  resources.   Development  of  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal 
resources  is  unlikely  because  of  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other 
areas.   It  is  assumed  that  two  mines  would  have  production  sufficient  to 
support  commercial  development  of  the  metallic  mineral  resources.   No  other 
development  is  expected  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  development  of  precious  metals  resources  would 
occur.   Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  15,090  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

There  would  be  no  adverse  impacts  which  cannot  be  avoided. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity. 

The  wilderness  values  would  be  protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  discoveries. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

There  would  be  no  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources. 

Alternative  B  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  the  entire  15,090  acres  of  the  Roberts  WSA  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  long 
term. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  immediate  impact  of  nondesignation  would  be  important,  since  a  high  level 
of  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  first  few  years 
if  the  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  projected  there  would  be  five 
plans  of  operation  per  year  for  the  first  few  years.   Based  on  past 
experience,  it  is  expected  that  each  project  would  have  up  to  two  miles  of 
road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total  disturbed  area  of  five  acres.   The  total 
disturbance  in  the  WSA  is  expected  to  be  about  25  acres  per  year.   The  results 
of  the  exploration  would  determine  the  overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in  the  future. 

Two  developments  of  the  198  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  are  anticipated 
due  to  the  high  potential  for  precious  metals.   In  the  foreseeable  future, 
wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  mineral  development  in  the 
Vinini  Creek  area.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis,  it  is  assumed  that  in 
the  foreseeable  future  there  would  be  two  discoveries  for  mineral  resources  in 
this  WSA:   1)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA 
in  the  Vinini  Creek  Area.   The  access  would  be  from  outside  the  WSA.   Two 
miles  of  road  construction  is  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   About  19  acres 
inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  with  the  mine  and  tailings;  and  2)  A  small 
open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Vinini  Creek 
area.   Access  would  be  from  Vinini  Creek.   About  ten  acres  inside  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  including  the  mine,  pit,  and  one  mile  of  road. 

The  mineral  development  activities  would  be  obvious  in  the  Vinini  Creek  area. 
This  is  the  portion  of  the  WSA  that  is  most  likely  to  be  used  by  the  public. 
Therefore,  the  WSA  would  no  longer  appear  natural  to  the  average  visitor. 

Mineral  development  activities  would  adversely  impact  the  wilderness  value  of 
solitude.   Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  solitude. 
However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV  use  is  estimated  to  be 
less  than  100  visitor  days  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain  below  130 
visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreational  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  130  visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase 
would  not  significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 

No  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities 
would  not  change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would 
not  effect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 
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The  areas  many  special  features,  the  natural  arches,  the  caves,  the  fishable 
streams  with  the  waterfall,  deep  and  narrow  canyons,  rugged  peaks  and  broken 
ridge  and  scenic  qualities  would  be  susceptible  to  degradation  by  actions  of 
mineral  exploration  and  development  and  ORV  use. 

Conclusion.   The  Roberts  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost.   The  natural  arches, 
caves,  fishable  stream  and  waterfall  and  other  scenic  values  would  be 
susceptible  to  degradation  by  actions  of  mineral  exploration  and 
development  and  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Three  miles  of  mine  access  road  would  be 
constructed  within  the  WSA  making  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA  more 
accessible  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  the  130 
visitor  days  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  130  visitor  days 
annually.   There  would  be  a  slight  increase  in  recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 

leasing.   All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This 

includes  6,000  acres  of  high  potential  and  9,000  acres  of  moderate  potential 
for  occurrence  of  metallic  minerals. 

Development  of  the  metallic  minerals  is  likely  because  of  high  quality 
deposits.   Development  of  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  is  unlikely 
because  of  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Because  all  potential  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   There  would  probably  be  an  acceleration  of  exploration  and 
development  of  barite  and  precious  metals  resources  in  the  Roberts  WSA. 
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SIMPSON  PARK  WSA  (NV-060-428) 


Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  proposed  action,  the  entire  49,670  acres  of  the  Simpson  Park  would 
be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  long 
term. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  immediate  impact  of  nondesignation  would  be  important,  since  a  high  level 
of  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  first  few  years 
if  the  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  projected  there  would  be  five 
plans  of  operation  per  year  for  the  first  few  years.   Based  on  past 
experience,  it  is  expected  that  each  project  would  have  up  to  two  miles  of 
road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total  disturbed  area  of  five  acres.   The  total 
disturbance  in  the  WSA  is  expected  to  be  about  25  acres  per  year  or  less  than 
3,100  acres  for  the  forseeable  future.   The  results  of  the  exploration  would 
determine  the  overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in  the  future. 

One  development  of  the  105  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated 
due  to  the  high  potential  for  precious  metals.   In  the  foreseeable  future, 
wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  mineral  development  in  the 
Shagnasty  Basin  area.   For  the  purposed  of  this  analysis,  it  is  assumed  there 
would  be  one  discovery  for  mineral  resource  in  this  WSA:   1)  A  small  open  pit 
mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Shagnasty  Basin  area.   The  access  would 
be  from  outside  the  WSA.   About  19  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed 
with  the  mine  and  tailings. 

The  mineral  development  activities  would  be  obvious  in  all  parts  of  the  WSA, 
therefore,  the  WSA  would  no  longer  appear  natural  to  the  average  visitor. 

Mineral  development  activities  would  adversely  impact  the  wilderness  value  of 
solitude.   Sights  and  sounds  from  traffic  and  construction  related  to  mineral 
development  would  lower  the  quality  of  solitude  in  all  parts  of  the  WSA. 
Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  solitude. 
However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV  use  is  estimated  to  be 
fewer  than  130  visitor  days  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain  below  160 
visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreational  uses  would  increase  slightly  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  160  visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.  This  increase 
would  not  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 
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No  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities 
would  not  change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would 
not  effect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   The  Simpson  Park  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost  due  to  mineral 
exploration  and  development  and  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  160 
visitor  days  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This 
includes  4,500  acres  of  high  potential  for  occurrence  of  metallic  minerals. 

Development  of  the  metallic  minerals  is  likely  because  of  high  quality 
deposits.   Development  of  geothermal  resources  is  unlikely  because  of  the  lack 
of  leases,  exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with  test 
wells,  and  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Because  all  potential  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   There  would  probably  be  an  acceleration  of  exploration  and 
development  of  barite  and  precious  metals  resources  on  about  3,100  acres 
in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  be  Avoided 

The  only  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  would  be  excavations,  mine  pits,  tailing 
dumps  and  ponds,  roads,  and  mill  sites,  associated  with  mineral  exploration 
and  development.   Some  of  these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination 
and  mitigating  stipulations  in  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of 
Operation. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity. 

If  the  WSA  is  not  designated  wilderness,  ORV  use  and  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  reduce  wilderness  values  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
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Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

Mining  exploration  and  development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of 
the  wilderness  resource  on  about  3,100  acres,  if  this  WSA  is  not  designated  as 
wilderness . 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  49,670  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  mineral  withdrawal 
and  ORV  closure  in  designated  wilderness,  the  resulting  effects  on  mineral 
development  and  recreational  ORV  use,  and  the  protection  of  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values. 

Wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  and  the  supplemental  features  of 
diversity  of  wildlife,  vegetation,  and  topography  would  be  retained  in  most  of 
the  WSA.   Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  WSA  from  mineral  entry. 

One  development  of  the  105  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated 
due  to  the  high  potential  for  precious  metals.   In  the  foreseeable  future, 
wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  mineral  development  in  the 
Shagnasty  Basin  area.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis,  it  is  assumed  there 
would  be  one  discovery  for  mineral  resource  in  this  WSA:   1)  A  small  open  pit 
mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Shagnasty  Basin  area.   The  access  would 
be  from  outside  the  WSA.   About  19  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed 
with  the  mine  and  tailings. 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  49,670  acre  Simpson  Park  WSA  to 
all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate  approximately 
130  visitor  days  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the 
area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of 
elimination  of  some  surface  disturbance.   The  wilderness  experience  would 
improve  because  visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

Livestock  grazing  and  range  management  actions  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values  in  the  WSA  because  no  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and 
maintenance  activities  would  not  change. 

Conclusion.   Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  most  of  the 
49,670  acres  of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA.   The  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and  solitude  would  be  lost  on  approximately  19  acres  in  the 
areas  of  mineral  development. 
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Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  49,670-acre  Simpson  Park  WSA  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  approximately  130  visitor  days 
would  be  eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  or 
superior  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region.   Therefore,  recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed 
on  surrounding  public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  130  visitor  days  would  be  foregone 
annually.   The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be 
negligible. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry  and  mineral  leasing.   Exploration  would  be  eliminated  under 
wilderness  designation.   This  includes  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals 
and  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.   Development  of  geothermal 
resources  is  unlikely  because  of  the  lack  of  leases,  exploration,  industry 
interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with  test  wells,  and  location  outside  the 
WSA  of  a  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas.   It  is  assumed  that  one 
mine  would  have  production  sufficient  to  support  commercial  development  of  the 
metallic  minerals  resources.   No  other  development  is  expected  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  development  of  precious  metals  resources  would 
occur.   Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  about  3,100  acres  of  the  WSA. 
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PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 

Consultation  and  coordination  requirements  for  the  wilderness  elements  on  the 
Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Management  Plan/Environmental  Impact  Statement  were 
met  as  part  of  the  overall  planning  effort. 

A  notice  of  intent  to  commence  land  use  planning  for  the  Shoshone-Eureka 
Resource  Area  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  in  March  of  1981.   During 
April  of  1981,  a  news  release  announced  the  beginning  of  the  issue 
identification  phase  of  the  resource  management  plan.   It  explained  the 
purpose  of  the  plan  and  the  manner  in  which  the  public  could  participate  in 
the  planning  process.   Four  open  houses  provided  the  public  with  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  the  planning  process  and  identify  issues  and  were  held 
May  4  in  Battle  Mountain,  May  5  in  Austin,  May  6  in  Eureka,  and  May  7  in  Reno. 

The  Battle  Mountain  District  Advisory  Council  (a  10-member  group  of  citizens 
representing  such  interests  as  ranching,  wildlife,  mining,  elected  government, 
environmental  preservation,  and  the  public  at  large)  was  briefed  about  the 
process  at  its  October  1980  meeting. 

In  April  1981,  Bureau  personnel  met  with  local  Indian  tribes  and  with  the 
commissioners  of  Eureka,  Lander,  and  Nye  counties.   These  individuals  were 
informed  about  the  planning  process  and  asked  to  identify  their  concerns. 

SCOPING  PROCESS 

A  newsletter  explaining  the  scope  and  purpose  of  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource 
Management  Plan  was  issued  during  the  first  half  of  1981,  and  mailed  to 
approximately  200  individuals,  organizations  and  agencies.   A  45-day  formal 
comment  period  regarding  the  potential  issues  began  April  20,  1981  and  ended 
June  5,  1981. 

During  the  scoping  process,  the  following  issues  regarding  environmental 
impacts  of  wilderness  preservation  or  non-preservation  were  raised  by  the 
public : 

1.  Withdrawal  of  lands  with  mineral  potential  from  exploration  and 
development  by  the  minerals  industry. 

2.  Loss  of  wilderness  values  due  to  resource  use  and  development  in 
wilderness  study  areas. 

3.  Increased  costs  of  livestock  operation  due  to  restrictions  on  motor 
vehicle  use. 

A  letter  explaining  the  results  of  issue  identification  was  sent  to 
individuals  and  organizations  on  the  mailing  list  in  December  of  1981.   It 
included  a  discussion  of  planning  criteria  and  invited  the  public  to  review 
the  draft  criteria. 
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A  notice  of  intent  to  develop  alternatives  for  the  resource  management  plan 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  in  November,  1982.   An  informational 
letter  describing  the  draft  alternatives  was  mailed  to  over  250  individuals, 
organizations,  and  agencies.   A  public  comment  period  was  held  from  December 
1,  1982  to  January  10,  1983.   Open  houses  were  held  in  Battle  Mountain, 
Eureka,  and  Reno  in  December.  • Twenty-five  comment  letters  were  received 
during  the  comment  period  resulting  in  several  changes  to  the  proposed 
alternatives. 

PUBLIC  REVIEW  AND  HEARINGS 

The  draft  resource  management  plan/environmental  impact  statement  was  filed 
with  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  made  available  to  the  public  on 
June  15,  1983.   A  BLN  notice  announcing  the  availability  of  the  draft  resource 
management  plan/environmental  impact  statement  was  published  in  the  June  24, 
1983  issue  of  the  Federal  Register.   This  notice  announced  that  the  review 
period  was  to  end  on  September  21,  1983,  and  included  notification  of  public 
hearings  to  be  held  in  Battle  Mountain,  Eureka,  and  Reno,  Nevada.   News 
releases  were  issued  form  the  Nevada  State  Office  to  local  and  regional  news 
media.   After  the  draft  document  was  filed  with  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  over  350  copies  were  distributed  to  the  following  reviewing  agencies, 
elected  officials,  and  interested  publics.   An  asterisk  indicates  those  who 
commented  on  the  wilderness  aspect  of  the  document. 

CONGRESSIONAL 

Senator  Chic  Hecht 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt 
Congressman  Harry  Reid 
Congresswoman  Barbara  Vucanovich 

FEDERAL  AGENCIES 

Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
Department  of  Agriculture 

Forest  Service 

Soil  Conservation  Service 
Department  of  Defense 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Department  of  Energy 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Bureau  of  Mines 

Bureau  of  Reclamation* 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Geological  Survey 

Park  Service 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
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STATE  AGENCIES 

Office  of  the  Governor,  Nevada 

Nevada  State  Clearinghouse — 15  copies  for  distribution  to  State  Agencies* 

Legislative  Counsel  Bureau 

LOCAL  AGENCIES 

Eureka  County  Commissioners 
Lander  County  Commissioners 
Nye  County  Planner 

UNIVERSITY  OF  NEVADA 

Max  C.  Fleischmann  College  of  Agriculture  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Division  of  Agricultural  and  Resource  Economics 

Division  of  Animal  Science 

Division  of  Renewable  Natural  Resources 

Desert  Research  Institute,  Las  Vegas  and  Reno 

Mackay  School  of  Mines 

Nevada  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology 

NEVADA  STATE  LEGISLATORS 

Richard  E.  Blakemore 

Norman  Glasser 

John  Marvel 

Kenneth  K.  Redelsperger 

OTHERS 

American  Horse  Protection  Association,  Inc. 

Audubon  Society,  Lahontan  Chapter  Camp  Fire  Club  of  America 

Center  for  Action  on  Endangered  Species,  Inc. 

Desert  Fishes  Council 

Desert  Protective  Council,  Inc. 

Environmental  Action,  Inc. 

Forests  Institute 

Grazing  permit  holders  within  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area* 

International  Society  for  the  Protection  of  Mustangs  and  Burros 

National  Council  of  Public  Land  Users,  Colorado 

National  Rifle  Association  of  America 

National  Trappers  Association,  Inc. 

National  Wildlife  Federation 

Nation-Wide  Forest  Planning  Clearinghouse 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council,  Inc. 

Nature  Conservancy 

Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association 

Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association/National  Public  Lands  Task  Force* 

Nevada  Wildlife  Federation 

North  American  Falconers  Association 

Northern  Nevada  Native  Plan  Society 
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Pacific  Legal  Foundation 

Private  citizens  who  have  participated  in  the  planning  process* 

Private  citizens  who  have  requested  a  copy  of  the  plan 

Public  Lands  Council 

Sierra  Club* 

Society  of  American  Foresters 

Society  for  Range  Management 

Wilderness  Society 

Wild  Horse  Organized  Assistance 

Wildlife  Management  Institute* 

Wildlife  Society,  Nevada  Chapter 

Three  public  hearings  were  held  during  the  public  review  period  on  the  draft 
resource  management  plan/environmental  impact  statement.   A  total  of  eleven 
people  spoke  on  the  wilderness  issue  at  the  public  hearings:   None  at  the 
hearing  in  Battle  Mountain  on  July  26,  1983;  one  at  the  hearing  in  Eureka  on 
July  27,  1983;  and  ten  at  the  hearing  in  Reno  on  July  28,  1983. 

Transcripts  of  the  public  hearings  are  available  for  inspection  at  the 
following  BLM  offices:   Battle  Mountain  District  Office,  North  2nd  and  Scott 
Streets,  Battle  Mountain,  Nevada;  Nevada  State  Office,  Room  300,  Federal 
Building,  300  Booth  Street,  Reno,  Nevada;  and  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs, 
18th  and  C  Streets,  Washington,  D.C. 

A  total  of  11  written  comments  pertaining  to  the  wilderness  issue  were 
received  during  the  public  review  period  on  the  draft  environmental  impact 
statement.   In  addition  11  persons  spoke  regarding  the  wilderness  issue  at  the 
3  public  hearings. 

All  letters  and  testimony  were  reviewed  to  determine  if  they  met  the  required 
criteria  for  response,  i.e.,  discussion  of  the  adequacy  of  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement.   Substantive  comments  which  presented  new 
data,  questioned  facts  and/or  analyses,  or  commented  on  issues  bearing 
directly  on  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  or  the  environmental 
impacts  of  the  alternatives  were  fully  evaluated  and  given  responses.   Changes 
or  additions  to  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  have  been 
incorporated  into  this  final  statement. 
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The  responses  to  the  written  and  oral  comments  received  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  are  displayed  in  Table  6-1. 

INDEX  TO  COMMENT  LETTERS 

All  of  the  letters  received  during  the  public  comment  period  which  addressed 
the  wilderness  issue  have  been  reprinted  in  this  final  environmental  impact 
statement.   Many  of  these  letters  also  contained  comments  pertaining  to  the 
resource  management  plan  in  general.   These  comments  are  addressed  and 
analyzed  in  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Management  Plan/Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.   In  addition,  excerpts  from  the  public  hearings  record  which 
required  responses  have  also  been  reprinted.   The  numbers  which  appear  next  to 
the  individual's  name  correspond  to  the  number  assigned  to  the  reprinted 
public  comment.   An  asterisk  next  to  a  person's  name  indicates  that  both 
written  and  oral  testimony  was  submitted.   Responses  were  developed  for  the 
letters  only,  unless  issues  not  covered  in  the  letter  were  raised  during  oral 
testimony. 

1.  Lander  County  Commissioners,  Warren  Storie,  Chairman 

2.  Charles  M.  Bagley 

3.  Reed  Secord 

A.  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association,  Charles  S.  Watson,  Director* 

5.  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  James  L.  Andrews, 
Regional  Director 

6.  Harry  Melts 

7.  Homestake  Mining,  Alan  D.  Cox,  Regional  Manager  -  Environmental  Affairs 

8.  Sierra  Club,  Toiyabe  Chapter,  Marjorie  Sill,  Conservation  Chair* 

9.  Wildlife  Management  Institute,  Daniel  A.  Poole,  President 

10.  Richard  McKay 

11.  Sierra  Club,  Toiyabe  Chapter,  Rose  Strickland,  Chair,  Public  Lands 
Committee 

12.  Bill  Card 

13.  Nevada  Mining  Association,  Bob  Warren,  Executive  Secretary 

14.  Barbara  Kelly 

15.  Dave  Hombeck 

16.  Amy  Mazza 
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17.  Sierra  Club,  Toiyabe  Chapter,  Chair,  Public  Lands  Committee 

18.  Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  J.R.  Mitchell,  Public  Lands  Coordinator 

19.  Minerals  Exploration  Coalition,  John  D.  Wells,  President+ 

20.  United  States  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Charles  W.  Murray,  Jr., 
Assistant  Regional  Administrator 

+  Received  after  public  comment  period  but  analyzed  in  PFEIS. 
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Table  6-1  Responses  to  Written  and  Oral  Comments 
Number     Response 

1.  Recommending  the  southern  portion  of  the  Simpson  Park  Wilderness 
Study  Area  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  was  considered 
during  the  study  process.   However  because  the  area  lacks 
outstanding  wilderness  values  on  its  own,  it  did  not  seem  feasible 
to  recommend  the  area  for  wilderness  designation.   Criterion  Number 
2  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Policy  states  that  "the  area  must  be 
capable  of  being  effectively  managed  to  preserve  its  wilderness 
character."   Private  inholdings  which  the  owner  is  reluctant  to 
dispose  of,  private  land  with  potential  for  development  on  the 
periphery  of  the  unit,  numerous  roads  and  ways,  and  a  boundary 
located  on  the  7,000  foot  contour  line  would  have  the  cumulative 
effect  of  making  the  South  Simpson  Park  area  undesireable  as 
wilderness  in  the  long  term. 

2.  The  terra  "human  imprints"  has  been  added  to  the  glossary.   See  page 
G-2. 

3.  The  southern  most  boundary  of  the  Antelope  unit  currently  does 
follow  a  very  rugged  jeep  trail.   The  trail  immediately  north  of 
the  boundary,  the  one  referred  to,  is  noticeable  but  hardly 
passable.   Designating  this  trail  as  the  southern  boundary  would 
not  improve  the  WSA. 

4.  Using  this  southern  way  as  a  boundary  line  was  considered  in 
earlier  analysis  but  it  was  felt  that  reducing  the  size  of  the  area 
more  than  it  is  now  would  reduce  the  wilderness  characteristics  of 
the  study  area.   The  area  between  the  way  and  the  fence  is  very 
rugged.   A  boundary  line  between  these  two  points  would  be 
difficult  to  describe  and  recognize  on  the  ground. 

5.  The  BLM  Wilderness  Management  Policy  provides  for  continued  use  of 
a  valid  existing  right.   The  policy  also  identifies  the  specific 
guidelines  which  will  be  used  in  developing  a  Wilderness  Management 
Plan  for  each  BLM-administered  wilderness  area.   These  detailed 
plans  will  include  decisions  to  allow  or  disallow  motor  vehicle  use 
and  activities  in  accordance  with  the  policy. 

6.  Since  one  of  the  purposes  of  a  wilderness  area  is  to  provide 
opportunities  for  a  "primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation", 
there  are  no  provisions  for  providing  services  to  people  who  use 
these  areas  other  than  what  might  be  available  through  local 
agencies  and  organizations  such  as  the  county  sheriff  or  search  and 
rescue  teams.   If  the  Antelope  Wilderness  Study  Area  is  designated 
wilderness,  a  wilderness  management  plan  will  be  written  for  the 
area.   The  need  for  provisions  to  take  care  of  people  using  the 
area  will  be  considered  and  addressed  in  that  plan. 
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7.  There  are  no  provisions  for  keeping  the  roads  in  the  area  open 
during  any  season. 

8.  Livestock  grazing  is  a  valid  existing  use  in  the  Antelope 
Wilderness  Study  Area  that  would  continue  in  the  same  manner  and 
degree  should  the  area  become  wilderness.   The  BLM  Wilderness 
Management  Policy  states  that  in  connection  with  the  livestock 
operation  "where  practical  alternatives  do  not  exist,  maintenance 
or  other  activities  may  be  accomplished  through  the  occasional  use 
of  motorized  equipment."   In  addition  the  policy  also  directs  that 
"allotment  management  plans  for  allotments  partially  or  entirely 
within  designated  wilderness  will  specifically  identify  the 
following : 

a.  The  use  of  motor  vehicles,  motorized  equipment  or  other  forms 
of  mechanical  equipment  including:  Specific  equipment,  where 
it  is  to  be  used,  and  what  it  is  to  be  used  for." 

9.  Each  area  identified  during  the  wilderness  inventory  as  a 
wilderness  study  area  possesses  the  wilderness  characteristics  of 
size,  naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.   Wilderness  study  area  status 
was  not  determined  on  the  basis  of  being  a  roadless  area  alone. 

10.  Currently  there  is  very  little  exploration  and  no  development 
within  the  wilderness  study  areas.   Since  the  local  areas  are  not 
currently  dependent  upon  any  mining  activity  within  the  study  area, 
no  significant  economic  or  social  impacts  are  foreseen. 

11.  The  determinations  of  access  routes  being  either  roads  or  ways 
during  the  wilderness  inventory  process  were  based  on  the 
Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook,  published  September  27,  1978.   Page 
5  of  that  document  states  "the  word  roadless  refers  to  the  absence 
of  roads  which  have  been  Improved  and  maintained  by  mechanical 
means  to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use.   A  way 
maintained  solely  be  the  passage  of  vehicles  does  not  constitute  a 
road."   The  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals  (IBLA)  has  not  reversed 
this  decision.   Additionally,  the  IBLA  has  ruled  the  use  of 
cherrystem  roads  by  the  BLM  as  an  acceptable  practice  in 
delineating  WSA  boundaries  and  that  the  use  of  cherry stemming  is 
consistent  with  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

12.  The  economic  analysis  was  based  on  the  most  current  information 
available  at  the  time.   There  are  no  data  in  the  updated 
information  that  would  significantly  change  the  original  analysis. 

13.  Mineral  potential  is  only  one  of  six  quality  standards  that  are 
considered  when  analyzing  the  areas  potential  for  wilderness. 
Along  with  the  six  quality  standards,  there  are  also  two  criteria 
that  must  also  be  considered  (see  p.  1-2). 
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14 .  The  narrow  portions  of  the  Simpson  Park  Wilderness  Study  Area  have 
private  land  protruding  into  the  boundary  which  would  cause 
manageability  problems.   This  is  not  the  case,  however,  in  the 
narrow  portions  of  the  Roberts  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

15.  Water  quality  will  be  maintained  or  improved  in  accordance  with 
State  and  Federal  standards  on  existing  or  projected  land-use  plans 
as  a  matter  of  BLM  policy.   Management  actions  on  public  land 
within  watersheds  will  be  designed  to  protect  water  quality.   It  is 
not  anticipated  that  designation  or  nondesignation  of  wilderness 
would  affect  these  actions  to  any  appreciable  degree  and  therefore 
would  not  significantly  alter  water  quality  within  the  WSA. 
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the    economic    development    alternatl 
be    reduced    tn  nil    r«aour.;e    twnflUt 
malnliiK    wild    horses   would    improve 
ter    supplies.       We    1  Ind    this    to    be    a 
wer     to    the   wild    horse    problem    In    the 


we  1 


with 


It    Is    nut 

benefUlsl    effect    to    the    )l 


merest    that    under    this    alternative    as    well    a     17J    In- 
crease   In    livestock    grattnx    »*e    would    be    itellzed   or    39,7112    AUM'a 
from    the    uF.IS    («,     b    -    «,    i.    -   45)     t  he    lonjf    _    tera 
ct     to    the    JIvfKu,  k    Industry    In    general     here    because 
of    enunciated    tradeoffs    In    the    DEIS.       Ill    terns    of    cultural    and 
visual    resources.     It     1.   not    felt     thai     the    ec„,nal(     development    al- 
ternal  tve   wi-oio    have    s    1  nag  -  tarn   idvttih    effect, 

Wilderness    value,    that    aay    accrue    by    lrulualon    designation    of 
51n,paon    Peak    and    Robert,   wilderness    study    area    would    be    it     1.    felt 
■ore    than   offset    by   adverse   economic   eliecta  by    Halting    trie„    ,r.„ 


to  •Inaral    development.       It    1*    felt    that    thla    la   alto   true    in    tern* 
of    prinlUv.    recreation   um    tradeoff*. 

The    three    must    significant    areas    of    benefit    to    Lunder    County   undar 
this    option    nre    miners!    exploration    and    development ,    enerny   and 
utilities,    and    economic     lapacts.       It    My    be    stated    In    summary 
that    Lander    County   would    favor   any   option    that; 

1.  I m  reuse    livestock    Industry   employment  . 

2.  Encourage    development    and    exploration    of    nlneral    resource., 
and    titer****    local    employment    In    this   net  tor; 

3.  tm.iur.ine    long    -    tin   planning    and    naedt    aanesaaMOt    by    utility 

4.  Increase    the    percentage    of    prtvste    ownership   of    public 
lands; 

5.  En c our .-,..- 1      local     fuel    anargy    Independence ; 

6.  Work    toward    a    long   -    tans   solution    to   .ontrol    of    wild 
hcirae    herds; 

7.  Provide    enhaot ed    opportunlt lea    for    prlultlv*    retreat  Ion. 


Xjm<£*^  /P^jfact 


Warren    ■■*■..    Storie,    Chair** 
Lander   County    Cumalaslon 
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chaw*;  m   PAGIEY.  JR..  MO. 

P'>nFPi    I     IANF    MD 

"N*l    MtT«     HI    HfMA'niOT.V  |  ONCOLOGY 


June     22,     MfU 


15)0  No^tfi  I15H..  Suit*  J03 
(?06)  U5-8?S7 


.ift mcr-    Fin,     I'Msli  if-I     M,m 
".in    of    Land    Hnnaq*-m**ni 


['l'  I   |r     Mn 


■  w     Mr  .      Fn 


in,     N^v,nt,i       !l''H,'li 


SuniMiiry   draft,    K.T.j,    for 
Shoshone -Pureka    Resource 
Mnn-iqement     Plan 


h-dnt-       /oil      fflf      Ihf     f»|»fwM  i  uni  I  y      l.n     ronimcnt,      on     this      plan.  While 

|tfiv*»    nf.i.     «pi>r  ]  f  j  Ca  }  i  ■,.    vi-iir-d    the  Antelope    ranqe   area    of    Nevada, 
haw      r*»  rpnt  iy      dnvn      t  hrouqll      oMi*>r      p.irt  s     of     Cent  ral     Nevada  , 
riff      rtnw      multiple      mnun'-iin      r-iii'iPs      fhal      would      obviously     seem     to 
tialify      fur      wi  Jrler  ner-n      prnTerlioo,  In     particular,      the     Diamond 

•Hint  ,i  in    aifs     is    quiii'     v  I  -  ,t-'  i  v*>  ,     and     r    would)    think     is    excel  lent 
"i      w  [   l-l.M  n'T.n      ptnlr.-h   |,>„,      j,,,.       iPems      to      have      rnnflicMnq     private 


Urr       Ihr 
wi  IM.-r  Mn. 


r-i  f  f  or  "  ,       I      arc 

I.'t'  ■;  ,ir"r1  fa 
wmr  1  d  Kiippor  t  I  h  <-':<-■  r? 
•h  i  rachvn  an  t  [if  ,1  ?  r ,1 
ii     f  i  F  i'fc[  r  Pd    *  1  t  frnal  i  v 


npo.inl     of     the  jyr\t  elope    area     and     the 

ptotTt  ion      in      vpry     appropriate,      and 

n.T  i  ioitfl,      as      I     am    .iitrr     they    are     Just 

^y^elf  have  seen  rerpn t  1 y  .   I  endorse 


Char tes  M.  RaqlMy,  J r 


Dl   ■■   r'.it      A,'-   _.r 

■    J'«»U      ■     '        L    T'       ' 

r.».  fl„,   t;l 


I'M     ;  : 


■  --f-uirr'.i      ."II  ' 


'    I'«'-tll*l    icrt,    I     9itMM"d    1*1    t-t   »tU* 


o"    n>r'9rA\f    '•ftt#nta,    In    ■.*■ 


*«^Ji 
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NAIIONAI    I'l.tllil     4  AMIS    lA'.KItJJUi 
NLVAUA  OUTDOOR  Rlt  HiAIION  ASSOClAllUN,  INL 
July    2«,     i'Xt'i 

f.U.     Box     12'iS 
M  .     James     I  ox 

battle   Htn«    nl  strict    Manager 
U.S.    Bureau    ol    Land   Management 


Carson   City,    tovada    BV702 

tet.V(702>    BBJ-1169 


CO.    Box    19't 
liatt 1«    Mount  a Ln, 


iK-ar    Mr. 


Nevada      B*>H2u 


!»*|j  |uc  t  i     jL  an- til     on- - 

1-iai  1    Mifiah<H»-/i..irt'kii 
fcesijutcy  M;tnjitvi,ll-Lil_  Dan 
fc    Li]vLromii"iH,til    impact 

bt  gj  'MK-IM    . 


I  hank    vim     hir    your    klinlin-[,s     In    send  I  t\y,    i  opt  ea    ol     tin-    ..hushune- 
1-nrik.i    pi  uree.ll  iir,  ■      111    I  hi      I  1  1  *.i      lusi  Hiui-,     we    wl  ah     In    t  fiiiuiiend 
tin-   district    Inr    li  s    nj  i  I  i  u  t  -J    a  1 1  «i  native    ri'trmuiin-iulni  lima    lor 
rfbA    ntdiua    In   the   AfitcUiia     Laiu-e{fVv?66»-2n/241  1    and    the 
Huberts    t-t<-t,-K    MuuntahisTrvJ/tfOoO-1!^]  )  .     We    have    visit*:*!    brir.li    these 
units,     Amazlne.ly  ,      1     visited     the     east     stile    ol      the    Antelope    Hanp.e 
while    a    MM    land    examiner     In    1V6U.     At     the    time,     we    Inspected    a 
[ii  lb  1  it    water     reserve    and    comment  «*d    on    what    a    sped  .icular    pi  ace 
It    wa  s  I 


No  comment  is 
Mountains,  writ 
However,  this 
ent  1 1  1  t-tl  i    "I  he 

I  eat ure    ol     1 Ln 
acct-ntudl  inp,    t 
pevonlan    1  urina 
I  ossi  1    beds    oT 
a    spect.ar.ul  ar 
perhaps ,    than 
dei .     In    1970. 
the    I irst    phot 
jK  i  I  1    another 
and   ma  sal  vi-   k 
mount  aln    ruahup, 
Ki'antl    champ  I  or 
Ciuwi  h-i  1  iy>    dt 
exctfpt  I  unal     pi 
an.)    adits,     a    v 
arches . 


needed    on   our    advocacy    I  or   the    Kobei  l  a   Creek 
eh    bep,an    a  I  an    as    a    lil  M    employee    In    August     196(1* 
comment    1  s    rout  at  oe.d    I  n    my    proposed    iic«  "iid    book 

Threatened    Inheritance",     this    Waft    Is    ,i    striking 
est  one    a  lot  if     a     1  at  f.c    mas  a    of     brerc  I  as    baldly 
his    st  u lining',    mount  at  n    ranee,     lis    1  uwei    f.    upper 
tlons    contain   Noith    America's    finest    marine 

that    ap,e.     Those    1D,12*>-U.     heights    art-    part     oi 
low   aitfle    tectonic    thrust  -  -mar  e    s  1k.hL  I  U  ant  , 
faired    Chief     Mountain    uti    this    Alberta/Montana    bur- 
Just    bel  ore    passage    ol     J  LfMA ,    fVmA    made    perhaps 
o^.raphs    of      jewel  -  1 1  ke     lakes    neat     the    .if'Jrt    summit  . 
1979    Investigation   h«U«'*J    »hed    Itfhi    ««i    Isolated 
owths    ol     what    are    believed    to    tie    vei  c    ancient 
any    and    limber    pine.     The    r.Lrttis    alone    iiiillcate 

atze    and    are   certainly    candidates    lor   ancient 
ndrochrouuloj-,1 1  .il     study.     Lastly,     the    .-»'-)  A    has 
t  ennial    drier  t  -bound    water  I  a  I  1  s  ,     numei  uus    raves 
11<]    mountain    tiout     si  i  earn    and    iwn    major    natural 

aiffl    J'-'lh     >-ant,*-    ttjAlSVfWr<}--A2»).     **■    nute    in 
rl     i.  hi- 1  »•    Is    c-.msl  dei  .iMc-    mini  tie     dl  ■.uii  banc*: 
H    in    ynui     tuvt-st  ir.attoii.     Vet  ,     the    1 1  port 
that     t  lie    ayiiiJj    end    remains    pi  latlm-,     nat  ui  ul 

en4niK.li    i  twJ  1  ciS    land    ex  I  st  s    still,     to    pi  o- 
1     wilderness    experl  t'tice .     hie    utfii'     I  ti.il     I  In: 
ltn    planning  ,     with    an    eve    touanh    wj  lifer,  pess 
a.     LhLs,     we     h'i'1,     Is    a    flaring    uiois- 
rnallve.     What     Is    now    ie«pitied    Is    a 
eniph.ist  zes    n">A    a  tat  us    I  'or    t  lie    south    area . 

(com  timed ) 


James    I  ox/pa*', i 


btatetnent  /  -hoshofie- tui  eka    heart ««* 


(in  the  alt  ernuuri  til  July  £ft ,  19d  ) ,  we  were  st  untnit  to  see  very  1 
areas  of  ItlJM  I'ubllc  Lands  eaj  marked  for-  suli:  on  maps  in  the  stat 
Am  you  aware  of  t.wu  statements,  one  bv  the  I'ropeiiy  kevlew 
the  other  bv  Interim  bocretarv  James  Watt,  whl  r  h  "real  firms  t  ha 
'Asset  ManaK,eroenr  '  land  disposals  will  be  only(  ilevot  ed  to)  small 
lated  tract  s ,  not  1 arKe  amount s  of  acreage" 1  Vet  ,  I  aee  In  some 
the  maps  whole  townships  earmarked  for  possible  3,ile  and/or  dlsp 
We  find  this  markedly  Inconsistent  with  both  S«*  i  etai  v  rfact't  an. 
Ldwtn  L.  Harper's  wotds  and  nrnphasla.  We  trust  you  will  r«ad  the 
two  statementaCdat  p,|  luty  IH  and  July  7  respi-ei  i  vt  1  y )  .  Under  the 
cumstances  this  »ty..inl  /at  I  on  of  f  icl  a.Qj  pi  ot  est  a  and  appoa  Is  ell  L 
and/ui     disposals    in    the    pLun, 


1  arp.B-  sea  le 
My     I960    visit 


arKe 
enent • 
d    and 

t  so- 
ar 
o  s  a  1  . 


the 


an 


Antelope    ftartfte    was    the    only    lime     I     hail    apparently 

ctual  ly   entered   pan    oi    the  present  -d&sljtnai  ed   *p>A . 

>Pportunlty    lot     a    show    me    trip 


mu  Id    \ here    be 


like   to   have    new   phot  w.i 
ence    on    September     1 fi 

-;"],'■' c  l_  1 1  to  possibly  si. 
see  I  or  our  sel  ves  t  li 
soon? 


._.*)    very    much 
ptiH     I  or    our     com  I  ty.    lu-sei  t     ./l  1  il  ernes  8    Conf  er  • 
IB.     <fie    would    also     like    to     -Islt     the    district 
.-    t  hi*    south    end    of    the    M  mpson    I 'ark    Kan>',e-  -and 
;   character   of    this    Wt>A  .    Could    it    be    arranged 


Charles    j  .    .vat  son. 
Id  recto 
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I 'liiltij  Suit's  I)(j.,.niin  m   u|   ilir   In  In  ten 

^^SJpSy  BUREAU     OF     RECLAMATION  ' 


NU  H  VMI  Mil    t    UIIokMX   ■ 

AUG      5  1983 


H,    Janiei.    Fok,    District    Manage 
Bureau   of   Land   Management 
P.O.    box    194 
Ban  1b   Mountain,    NV      HuH.!0 


Regional  Director,    5* 

Kevlew    ol     Diati     Stmmlt 
fUn   mid   Envli.Muut-ix,! 

rvlcwi'J    the    dial  L     »t*t> 


lm|,u,  t     S 


Chanter     I,    Planning    Inau.-a    and    Pi  gjgi  1  n&  CrUtrJj    -    Surlace   and 
ground   w.ler    availability    und   ^111.^.^1,1     abould    l.e    dlxruud.       T» 
asuure    curumt    uun    thai     i  h,-   quality    and    quantity    uf    tl.eli    water 
will    be    protected,    e,lt  (gallon   ^iiuret.    Hln.uld    l.e    devel  m.ed    lot 
Identified     impacts. 

Sjget  I  I  1c 

'■       Picleru  d    Alternative.    HI  lih-i  i,t-sa    Mau.iK*»et.l    A 


Ci.l 


L_--^    Pdr-lKrjliLl! 


_A._i^_  .„__». 


ei  t  Inn 


hi    be    tnclu 


Imprints    ,     flral    used    In    r Vi i a 
unwary. 


•'■        It'l-l'-oinuat  lim   uf    Hi.-    Ki^mrcc    ^n^t-iiini^  Pjjn^    J  ten.    IN.    fu^--    -'-Hi 
Kig..rdlnK  the  endangered   «(«■»  lea  dU.iiai.l.m,    n    wmjl d"  be"  m1)r<-   m  curat* 
tu    htute    that    Section    7    rtmeultatliMi  wuuld    be    required    lor    any    Federal 
action   which   nuy    affect    limed    apet-le*. 


). 


Id]     COUtlt 


isss^i 


Urul    llwti 


led    that    d  J  spuria!    of    Bo*e    Federal     landr.    would    allow    additional 


c.imuuniLy    expaiiu  lun    and    lunah-ulal     and     Industrial    d.-vel  npnu  nl  .       Such 
exi-aitsloo   and    development    will     Increase    tile    demand    Tor   waitr.       Die 
potential    effects   of    this    Increased   demand   on    current    watei     uai-ra    and 
erosyalejBH    nuut    be    addressed    an    an    Indirect     Impact. 

Tluuik    yuu    (or    the   opport  out  c  y    t.i    consent. 


it,    Wctttli  I  n^t ».(  . 

Cud*-    ISo 


JM 


Mr.    H,    Jmtioo    Vox 
District    Hanger.      Uf 
Bafle   Htn.    JIV     bvb^O 


Deur   Hr.    >'ox; 

Encloa-  :    ar.    ay    c..t.n«,it  3       CoP    .-c  ir    c.,naijer::  tl  Q 
Sl.oqnone-^-ur^i^i    hi'..-    ar.J    DEIS. 


13.OJ.03, 


jh    'he    Draft 


Uia   .i^clrraju     cat, ,.,. ..._  „   fI,,,    ,,..   ,.ul'..pU.i   ,-ru  ,r  « 


•t 


Tli  Kl:  i,l  otl;; 
leo!.l«itc>]  Ru;  ,,-t 
In    ;ilannlt.(i   oy    rt< 

3tron,;ly  aup  urt  I. 
an-)  T:B,:c,  ebllty  ;  ,w 
quality    leva!    or    tj 


I] 


..If. 


-    1*      t    «*K- .     il.o    Hi  l.1»r  .*»,(!» 

"'    •'-  '    '"ii   P"   ••'  ■■■-     i.J    '.la.    will    bi    nrv   uiiM 

■■>:■•>    nor.  all    „„1    „ll.UU.    1,.    tl.la    ra  ■  "   ""°rn 

Ju:   «-t  '0  Prtfor,.  j  i„.:,„,r,;u  u„<e  n1    nan 

s    11    IboIu   ed    1„    ,<A.    Exal.sloB   will    lcproy.    •Hi 


Roooi.im»..d    thu    .I.IHI,.,  „r    •!,„  »,u«(1_1.,aK,!lt 

J«p  tr.llw.lol,   1„  „..ly   .    ,,  r-    JlLil„iCC    rr,lu 

nilB    j»p    trull    co,l       ,n,»u,  aoco    a    to    eo_-.ll 
tlia    W3/i   uacr 


r.J..ry    to    follov,    tha 

|.r)i?ojod    baunlary. 

atat^ri"   opofca   for 


R0Ue.;-.I3    ,<3A  .1  i    i.ort    1.1,0    Prer.rro^    '(«'- 

^^^:a^l[v;^-,A-^^^;^^^,r;'•■/?r,.l-:^;r•;-•• 

3UC1,   violation,    oc,„.l,      , ,;   .^^11:    SS":.^"^'^^!'^^ 
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i.<  ntloii    1^    u.l.Io    on    p.l?   11,,*'     }.ri)<.lttn 
en  aa   Mill   bt*  lift  open   fir  vehicular 

statin*-    rl,  lit-,    "*hat     thU*     \u    ■  olr.,' 


1  j i  Ids  ' 
related 
n  nl   11 


>->.•.,.:_  iii,  I'l,. in.  anui  i  un'  iu  ^  u  i  ii.'  '  .--an  in  r*  rn 
friaadu  nf  M.at  right  holier  and  ail  Id  j  acquulnt«ii 
ve.-.l -j  ilu.  H..oiiJD  for  hunt.ln  ■  rti.J  or  at.or'e.  '.  .ilr  hi 
trl;u    In*       ,.!1iii     .  ur.u    >lll    haw-.    ]'.,,3    to    H.d    lo 


trlj  a    In'       all  re     .  ar.a    >ill    hi 

A   roaj/wuy    which    lo    uaed    Oji    u    noti ./* 

c  '1  «c  ■  1  f  1  or!  a  a  v.11  lunieso,  |,<ia»  '  aar 
An  an  e  .■.«..  |lt  ]  i:  at\  r.or,'!  a  powi  rl  1 : 
a  .VjA  Iiub  b  en  hVji*  ftLnc  i  by  hot* oo 
to  all  or  exolu-Je  it  froii  wl  1  K  ,  u*.  i 
to   all. 


lo,-..od 

■jy    haul  i    oould 


a,«.   b 

UU  it    Lnur    ■     u 

run  i[.i;rt.    Either 
daijl fctial  Ion  uni 


..lid  em 

;.   valid 

la    ull 
who    pref 

lt   foot 

tu'e. 

not    be 
horji.  l.. 

la    no 
oae    a    ro 
ave    It    o 


In 

d/w;iy 
pen 


11.1a     -5A    la   v    ry    acenlo  and 

vulu.u   of    t  l.;l.    lr.Ureat  whlc 

onl   once    t..i*  a  ull  3)iod    as  W'A    & 

of    le    t.ireo   of    ln'er<     *  for 

jhi*u*  ul    fur    ■    protected  wll.jt. 


.[ill    uu  t...  *  Ul.  1  1  n       U  tfi]  lu    ::.*ul    ,  eolgtG 
i    Fi'*f"ich    vi!»lt.-ii-H    f  r  un    fur   afield   alr-vuiy 
in;/    Bora    -Mil    co.ne .    It   contalf.j   many    *  yi»*»e 
:  t ■■).    .i         -i J  1    ar^u.    All    ♦■Jit a   ata-.ea    It    a 
a*  at  mb. 


a    fairly    a.iall    rr«i  1  j.<£     J    y    use    the    co    mnh    *.Vi>e    of   line, 
vtaitora  *o  an  area   is   ,.    t\i  .eMoxi  of   Infarct**  Ion  available; 
lluhtd    au    a    vI)JariA&a    an  'j     ( #A )    and    prl n* od    Information 
a'rinuttd    (It    1b    c.    ly    u    latter   of    nhurt    Mini;    until    sou<-one 
o    r-iLliah    o    dc*all<J     lulUI-aWjk    to    all    hLM    *1  l.K- ,  t.ea  .    ar*ae) 
a    uuba*  an*  lul    Im.ru  hjl    to    'Ma     .ru    1  B    t  l)l '"      f  0    occj  r. 
rs    wl  11    be    ca :  [1  i.j'    a'     I  heir    irchtaular    *  ran  o  port    n  t    or  n«nr 
lu!    of    the    W3« .    iifiu    *  M  'i    '  ui.en    In    accoun*    In  d  rawing    the 
ond-.rlee?    1    saw   no    ovldence   of    *  hi  a    In    *  be    ..i-.r   or    WTRj 
me    uf    t.  a    ways   or    i-url   of    tliu  oo    con  Id    be    excluded    from 
dt  at  t  ant  1 un    for    buon   uue    or    1 1;    ooiiia    loo  .tlcim    Ml  thdrawal 
Uivp    1  un  Ju   muat    he   !.>».)£»    In    any    oiihu    t,hl  a    type    of   ju9 
von    uonelde  i  h  t  lu..    before    »>.«    wiliunidBu    boinlurlee    ur« 


31:.,|>Bot,   ***rK    43A      Support    non-wl  1  ibrt.aj      ata'ua      (PpofirraJ    1UIV) 
I    -.j.t  a    ;,  j*     '.  ■.:  rt  init  r!    iil  +  ti    '  fTii    a:->  a    ijJ     -I  i  let  ;toaa,     B(n  cl  u  Lly    not 
with    *hfl    jior*harn    half   und    iiliti.Kl.rid  t  y    t -i    It..    Too   aai.y    huoai.    Iranrlnta 
The  many    dl  u  turtu  nee  a    of    '  :.a    i  a.af.    Uve    bdon    al  luv/ed    f  o    htipnen    wl  th 
no    restrict  1  .6    control fl    frow    **.«    hl-'i.    Xn   d^cl»ro    thoaa    uit>!  a    ss 
Mlldo    n*-B:.    Is    lowering    t  ho    atat.  ;ui*d;j .    CwpartJ    to    Hoberts    WSA    the    jjilt 
la    nut    vjry    h    <.nl<j .     No    out  n*       .  i  1 . ., .    a.  t  ^ilal    b-.;onlu    or    ^eolo,,lo 
f«  .'uroa   wi .  v   avlden* . 
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Hopefully   an    evaluation      mid    action    :-lan    for    l'*c,ul    acoeaa    where 
auoh   would   he  beneficial    to    'he  nnnttjfoffla?.-*    ntvi    *o    'be   p.iblia    wl 

mudo    lb    ynur    FlntiJ     hjnvl  n/tuer.*  al    Impao*    3*  iiI^.-ner,f     'raf*. 
Where    lut;i:    or"    rl.li  'a    jT      way    hlndora    the    rva  ]y    -icne  .    by    t:L8    pub 
to    arfiua    wl*!,    rcur   a*  tonal    r.aouraefl,    proceed  In    -i    aroild    bt    j'a 
•o    obtain    *hc    need'''    n.aa<    ih    eaaeaenta.    L-ioi:     jf   eajo-jti,*     *hrou,.h 
lat.d   can   olli.in    *..    -,    ixci'*.    'lonul    re   o  «rc«, 
0,oMianiil    ttEJO'  .  .:l    A.'.         RE^.i^.TIb    AL    u.-.jrj  ..^L 

I'hla    roa.nj    oe    W',o    cv:luuttJ    -mly    In    '.anDB    of    In  I  |:i '  rial  -corenercl  ul 
utilisation.    [,'o  aei-tlon    In  yo-jr   BKr/KIS      ^»   .;.ii  !■-    of    "he   nuny    hot. 
BprlnL»    in    ^'j-ir   iiA   -in  m  :'      la:»i3    lua.    Other    \il-'.'    Ua*rljta    have    cvol'ja'al 
this    valuable    nor-.    » l^tiul    reaouroe    In    M.elr   W-ll  -  j  .    Tlie    Drart    Final    LI3 
Bhould    rt.-.ivdy    'hl-s     ..iIbhIo:!, 


Sincerely, 


H.rry    Malta 

ho/.    •>nii 

Crti  ,'  on  ,     u. Z  .     7i!B      HO 
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MININC1 OMPANY 


111    Manager 

Eureka    KMP   and    MS 


August    IB.    198J 


U.S.    Department    of    lit*    Interior 
Itureau   of    Land  Management 
Wattle  Mountain  District   Office 
I*.    0.    Box    194 
Battle   Mountain,    NV   B9820 

Aden t toil:      Mr.    H.     James    Fox,    Dis 

Rt  .     Comments  on    Draft    Shoshone 

Dear    Mr.     Eox ; 

During  the  past  lew  weeks  several  members  of  t*ui  Hmo  exploration  staff 
have  reviewed  the  Draft  KMP'tlS  leMRfneil  Above.  The  Draft  generally 
contains  a  good  overview  of  alternatives  developed  lor  luture  management  of 
HIM  public  domain  lands  in  the  Shushuiu:  f  ureka  Resource  Area.  We  would, 
however  .  like  to  provide  the  lot  lowing  comments  with  particular  emphasis  on, 
I  he  wilder  ne  bs  sui  lability  aspects  anO  recommendations  that  will  arise  from 
the  ElS    development    process. 

The  "Preferred  Resource  Management  Plan"  .jltcnidiivi-  appears  In  be  an 
aneptable  course  of  action  m  most  respects  with  the  exi  eptinn  ul  the  return 
mendalimis  far  wilderness  design. ,1  inn  o(  the  Kubirts  Wilderness  Study  Area 
(NV  060  Wt|,  As  you  .ire  no  doubt  aware,  (tie  piesent  boundary  of  tlie 
Roberts  WSA  includes  a  signl  f|i  ant  |  tort  ion  ul  in.-  Antelope  Mining  DlMiHl. 
litis  mining  tlisliKI  was  tlllUivvinJ  .hiring  (be  rally  operations  ..1  lineka 
and  small  productions  of  Stiver,  lead  ami  *»>(  have  been  reported  (Nevada 
ftureau  ol  Mines  Bulletin  bt;  U.S.  Huie.m  ol  Mines,  Minerals  Yraibuok, 
l'll>0).  Additionally,  antimony  and  b.irile  have  heed  discovered  in  tin-  area.' 
Although  historical  production  from  the  districl  has  been  ojuile  small  a<ui  not 
well  documented,  the  general  geology  uf  the  arpa  indicates  the  potential  lor 
economic    mineralization    In    several   commodities. 

Overall,  the  Roberts  WSA  lies  over  a  window  of  "Lower  Plate"  limestones  and 
oilier  sedimentary  rocks  that  are  partially  surrounded  by  "Uppei  Plate" 
cherts  and  argillhes  which  have  been  Ihrust  over  the  underlying  limestones. 
This  geologic  setting  is  of  particular  importance  as  it  is  similar  to  the  host 
rocks  for  many  of  the  low  grade,  bulk  lonnage  gold  mines  found  in  the 
region    (i.e.     Cnrte* ,    Carlm,     etc.).       Active    mineral    exploration    continues    in 


Draft    Shoshone 

Page  1 

August     18.     WBt 


tl*e  Antelope  Mining  Divlncl  am!  It  Is  interesting  to  note  the  recent  Tonkin 
Springs  gold  distiivi-t  v  by  Pietambrtan  Exploration  ,  Inc.  (In  March  198  3 
announced  reserves  w.-n?  1.7  mm  Ions  at  0.1  oun.  es  p*  r  loo  gold  -  George 
Cross  News  Letter  M«  SI  a,ul  No  bl .  198J}.  fh*ii  divosery  In  this  area 
emphasizes  the  unpnii.mn-  of  mineral  |iotential  in  the  Antelope  District  and 
the    possibility   ol    aiidilional    economic    ihscovertes    in    the    luture. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  comments,  we  feel  thai  the  mineral  resource  poten- 
tial within  the  Roberts  WSA  warrants  serious  comuiiTjlion  as  an  important 
aspect  of  the  area.  Further  mineral  exploration  would  be  adversely  restric- 
ted and/or  prevented  should  the  area  be  ultimate!/  included  as  part  of  the 
Wilderness  System  (  onseguently ,  it  is  felt  at  this  tone  that  the  Roberts 
WSA    should   be    recommended   as    non-suilable    for    wilderness    designation. 

Thank  you  for  allowing  irs  lo  comment  on  the  chart  RMP/LIS  and  we  hope 
that  our  input  will  aid  in  the  derision  making  pr messes  for  the  management 
of  public    lands    in    the    Shoshone-Eureka    Resuune    Area. 

Sincerely , 


JCsox* 


Regional   Manage' 
Environmental    Afl. 


AOC;Jl 
1 1  -26 
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SIERRA  CLUB 


Noadi   uut   limm   ('•llfuraia 


720  Urookt leld  Drive 
Reno,  Nevada   69503 
August  19,  1983 


Mi  .  H.  James  Kox  ,  Manager 
battle  Mountain  District  BLM 
P.  O,  Box  194 
Battle  Mountain,  NV   69820 


I  tea 


Mr .  vl 


Thanh  you  for  the  opporl.uni  ty  to  comment  on  the  bid  t  L 
Miowhone-Lureka  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.   J  also  appreciate  the  additional  infom.a- 
tion  sent  to  me  by  Mr .  Nei  1  Talbot,  Ai ea  Manager .   Th l a  lette 
wi 1 1  supplement  the  oral  statement  1  made  a a  Toi  yabe  Chapter 
Conservation  Chair  at  the  July  26  publ ic  heat  ing  in  Reno . 
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.ilated  tli, 


The  Antelope  WSA  is  far  less  known  anu  imn  t-  iwi"« 
the  Roberts.   Although  at  present  it  ib  Heldom  visited, 
doeh  have  outstanding  oppoj  t  un i t  l 
tucli  as  hi  k  lng  ,  horseback  r  idi  ny  , 

spring  meadows  and  many  cultural  U..UB.   .  .._  —w— .—-...,  . — - 
in  the  Preferred  Alternative  should  eliminate  any  unnatural  areas 
on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA.   Thert 
iince  the  area  haa  low  min 


,-.  imitive  recreation 
and  hunt  i  ng ,  pi  us  unt ramp  led 
sites.   The  boundary  r  e commended 


-is  should  be  tew  conflicts 
eral  potential  and  no  private  inholdinga 


The  Simpson  Park  WSA  was  not  recommended  for  wilderness 
in  the  preferred  alternative  because  ot  private  inholdinga 
causing  manageabi 1 i ty  probl ems  and  miner  a  1  potent ial  and  mi  lung 
claims,  in  the  northern  part.   However,  because  there  are  almost 


SIERRA  CLUB 


N«rad*   bos'   tiiWm  C*Woc*±« 


H .  James  Fox 
6/19/83.   Page  I. 


w:.a, 


dra 


It     should    be    pcisaibli' 
it    would    eliminate    t Me    majority    of 
manageable    wi  1  der  iu-hs  ,     and    preserve 
ind    pr imi  t  i ve 


50,000    acres    in 

boundary    on    the    ftui  i  h    lit 

the    conflicts,     provide    a 

the    ou  t  stand  i  no.    s.  ■  I  i  \  ti-lt' 

be  found  here.   Roger  Schotl,  Chair  of  the  Chapter  Wilderness 

Committee,  will  send  you  a  specific  bound a i y  on  a  map  plus 

additional  comment «  cm  the  wilderness  aape 


<»f  the  Draft  EIS. 


On  sever  a  I  ol  tlie  non -w i  lde mess  l  ssueu  i 
believe  that  the  Kewmiw  Protection  Attentat  t 
far  better  etioice  than  the  Preferred  Alternat  i 
sensitive  resource  values  would  be  bettei  prut 
served.   One  of  out  principal  concerns  is  with 


lit  i  t  led  ,  we 
■    would  be  a 
•  ,  in  that 
ted  and  pre  - 
he  condi  t  ion 


of  the  riparian  and  aquatic  habitat  in  the  resource  area. 
Even  the  Resource  Protection  Alternative  still  leaves  4*j.l 
miles  of  streams  and  690  acres  of  riparian  habitat  in  poor 
condition,  although  it  is  better  than  the  preferred  alternative 
and  far  better  than  t  tie  other  alternatives.   In  order  to 
accompl  i  ah  changes  in  riparian  cond  i  t  ion  ,  l  r  v*'Sto'~k  need  to 
be  at  least  temper  i  I  y  excluded  from  the  tuna*    wi-*-ie  they  have 
had  a  cumulative  envil  unrnental  ly  de-jiadimi  ultf.  t.   Conse- 
quently, there  needy  to  be  some  cut  tft  AtlH's,  u_\     an  increase 
of  three  percent  ah  proposed  in  the  Piefeind  Alternative. 
The  fifteen  peirent  shoit-teim  cut  Inlne  i-iMiii.t  hmej-term 
cut)  In  the  Res. mii  ue  1'iotectlon  Alternative  w.u.td  also  suspend 
livestock  grazing  <m  uprlnq  ranuje*  and  allow  spt-cles  t« 
increase  growth  and  vig..i,  lesultiny  in  a  liw|  t  •■  i  m    nineteen 
percent  impi  ovemenl  in  ecoloq  ical  condl  t  ion  of  the  r  aivje  . 
This  small  decrease  in  grazing  should  not  tanne  extreme 
economic  harnhip  smc«  it  Beems  to  be  well  dint  t  United  throughout 
the  various  RCA ' ■.. .        Perhaps  some  adjustment  would  need  to  be 
made  In  some  allotments  In  hardship  cases. 

At  the  same  tune  we  favor  leaving  the  wild  horses  at  the 
current  number  of  Jbbtl,  as  recommended  in  t  tie  Pn.-ierred  Alter- 
native, since  an  increase  in  numbers  is  not  compatible  with  the 
condition  of  the  range.   We  also  favor  water  developments 
Insuring  year-round  available  water  both  for  horses  and  wildlife. 


r  t*4  pmini  tkt  •*m"*J  m 


Comment  Letter   8 


Comment  Letter  9 


SIERRA  CLUB 

luiytb*   Chapter     ■    N*vui«   Mid   Liutrn  Cililomu 


H  .  James  Fax 
8/19/83.   Page 


On  the  cultural  reaourc-b  ibuub,  we  pi  eter  tKe  Reuuui  c« 
Protection  Alternative  protecting  i!J54  cultural  sites  with 
309  utea  disturbed.   From  Bt  atementB  in  the  document  we 
cone lude  that  if  less  woodlands  were  hat  vent  ed  ,  ley a  cu 1  tut  a  1 
s l tea  would  be  dl  eturbed .   Two  thousand  cords  of  fuel  wood 
and  2100  Chri  stmas  trees  proposed  in  the  Env  i  ronmenta  I  Pro!  uct  ion 
Alternative,  would  seem  euf  I  ic  ient  fen  tlifi  population  in  tlie 
ShOBhone-Eui eka  area .   He  are  nut  sure  why  bOOO  juniper  posla 
would  be  needed  by  the  local  pub  I ic . 

tine  of  our  greatest  concerns  about  the  Preferred  Alternative 
is  the  1  at  ge  amount  of  public  lands  s  1  at  ed  Pot  di  spoBa  1  .   The 
17,650  acres  in  the  Resource  Protection  Alternative  seems 
sufficient  lo  take  care  of  community  growth  and  small,  urntian- 
a ii eable  parce  1  %  .        In  part  leu  1  at  we  quest  l  on  the  d  i  ipotia  1  of 
6760  acreB  III  T24N,  R41E,  the  11,560  acr.es  in  T^'jN,  R41K, 
the  11, B10  acieH  in  T19N,  B43E  (except  the  areas  inuried  lately 
adjacent  to  Austin*,  the  5820  acres  In  T2&W,  H43E,  the  4540 
acres  in  Tlt>N,  R44E  (except  near  Kingston)  t    the  1140  acres 
in  T22N,  K51SE,  and  the  6970  acres  in  TllU,    R52E.   The  last 
two  seem  to  be  on  Garden  Pass  Creek  according  to  your  map ,  and 
we  do  not  be  1 1 eve  riparian  areas  should  be  sold  . 


The  majority  uf  these  lands  should  L 
stock "  to  acjui ie  envi  ronmenta 1 1 y  sens  I t l 
(for  example ,  the  lnhol dings  in  the  uout I 
Pa  rk  Wi>A  or  the  private  lands  along  5  J  line 
t'rtek  near  the  Desatoya  WSA.l   The  public 


<;  used  for  "  I  radi  ng 
ve  pr i  vate  lands 

part  of  the  Si mpsun 
n  Creek  and  Carapbtj  I  1 

loses  when  large 


acreages  of  public  land  are  sold  and  the  monies  obtained  go 
nut  to  the  district  but  disappear  in  the  general  fund. 

Plea Be  send  ub  a  copy  of  your  management  dec l u i una  and 
the  Final  EIS  when  they  are  available.  Thank  you  again  fur 
the  opportunity  to  participate  in  thiB  important  process. 

Si ncerely , 


Av  •:,■-■ 


Marjurie  Sill 
Conservat  ion  Cha  ii 


\5iHS/ 


Wildlife  Management  Institute 
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September  18,  1983 

It,  J  a  in*  a  Fox ,  Manage  r 
til.M/batt  la  Mountain  District 
PO  Box  194 
Battle  Mountain,  NV   89828 

Dm  Ma  nay o  r  Pox  , 

J  an  consenting  of  the  d  r  a  f  i  Shuahona-Eur «k  a  HesoutL't  Management 
PLan  and  Env i r unman tal  Impact  Statement  (or  the  Nevada  Out dour 
fiociroaclon  Aaaoclatlon  and  the  Public  Lands  Comm! t  tee  of  t  ho 
Tulyabe  Chapter  of  tha  Sierra  Club.  NOMA  hay  bean  actively 
Involved  In  public  land  management ,  especially  protection  ot 
wilderness  and  other  outstanding  natural  areas  In  Nevada  and  In 
the  Battle  Mountain  District,  (or  decades.  The  Tolyabe  Chapter 
has  nearly  2,080  members  in  Nevada  and  Eastern  California  who  aro 
vitally  concernad  with  tha  taanayeaent  of  tha  public  lands  In  tha 
Shoshone-Eureka  RA , 

1  am  extra* ely  dl  sappointed  after  reviewing  tha  do  cu  merit  a ,  as  tha 
dra(t  DRMP  falls  as  a  planning  guide  and  tha  DEIS  Is  equally 
inadequate.  I  have  reviewed  all  of  BLM  '  a  land  uae  plana  In 
Nevada  produced  over  the  last  few  years,  and  the  Shoshone -Eureka 
ranks  aa  one  of  tha  worst. 
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The  "selective  categorization"  is  a  thorough  1 y  an documented  end 
useless  procedure.  With  >Bft  at  the  Shoshone  -fc.u  r  ska  RA  in  less 
than  good  condition,  BLM  found  only  19  (I)  allotments  It  Intends 
to  improve,  while  29  (C|  are  written  off  as  un - Impr oveable .  This 
Is  an  incredibly  Inadequate  response  to  the  massive  resource 
management  problems  In  the  RA. 

I  have  spec  1 f 1 c  comments  on  eever al  pr  o posed  manage cent  act  tons , 
Many  actluns  proposer]  to  benefit  wildlife  habitat  are  good,  but 
without  a  camcomUfliH  Improvement  in  ecological  range  conditions 
will  do  tittle  tu  significantly  benefit  wildlife  In  the  short  run 
or  the  long  run.  The  protection  of  riparian  areas  Is  good,  but 
not  enough.  The  wilderness  proposals  In  the  r  a  source  protection 
alternative  are  good,  but  not  enough.  At  a  cost  of  $1, 295,000 
for  a  3ft  increase  in  All  Ms,  range  Improvements  proposed  In  the 
preferred  alternative  would  take  127  years  tu  be  amortized  at  the 
current  grazing  fee.  S179/AUM  Is  too  high  a  cost  for  "range 
Improvements."  No  Justification  It  given  for  the  disposal  of 
public  Lands.  And  reersetlon  resources  are  very  Inadequately 
planned  for. 

Ho  explanation  Is  given  for  the  omission  of  recommend at  Ions  for 
ACECs.  Both  the  5Ierra  Club  and  MORA  find  it  extremely  difficult 
to  believe  that  In  4.)  million  acres,  there  la  not  one  area  of 
critical  anvl  rafuasmt  al  concern  Identified  by  the  BLM.  Charles 
Wataon  of  NOMA  has  been  advising  the  Battle  Mountain  District  (or 
decades  of  irtaa  of  exceptional  scenic,  biological, 
paleontologlcal,  geological,  and  scientific  value  In  the  Shoshone 
RA.  Such  an  omission  reflects  poorly  on  the  knowledge  of  the 
outatandlng  re so u  r  ewe  of  the  Shoshone-Eureka  HA  by  Its  na nag ere. 

While  necessary  growing  reductions  are  contingent  on  "monitoring" 
data,  the  RMP  is  very  vegue  on  the  level  and  Intensity  of  the 
monitoring  program.  If  monitoring  In  36  allotments  (MH)  will  be 
of  "low  Intensity",  how  will  BLM  be  able  tu  determine  If  an 
allotment  should  be  moved  to  a  different  category/ 

The  DEIS  In  Inadequate  In  Its  range  ot  alternatives.  A  no 
grazing  alternative  waa  dismissed  ss  Impractical  In  Chapter  1, 
yet  two  more  recant  DE I Ss ,  tha  Eg  an  and  the  Honey  Lake- 
Beckwourth,  both  cont aln  no  grazing  alternatives.  How  Is  the 
analysis  of  a  no  grazing  alternative  mure  Impractical  In 
the   Shoehons-Eureka   RA   than  In  the  Egan  and   the   Honey   Lake- 
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Beckwourth  HAs7 

In  luwiary,  Lho  DEIti/DRMP  is  Inadequate  In  aiviral  araaoi 

1.  Ita  proposals  to  solvs  serious  resource  management  problems 
and  guide  public  land  management  both  In  the  short  tern  ant)  In 
t  ha  long  te  cm 

2.  Ita  environmental  analysis  of  th«  proposed  alternatives 

3.  Ita  rang*  of  alternatives 

The  document  should  ba  revised  to  present  a.  full  range  of 
alternatives,  including  a  no  grazing  al to rnst 1 vo a .  The 
alternatives  should  propose  the  following; 

1.  No  d 1 sposal  of  the  publ 1c  lands,  except  on  a  case- by -case 
basis. 

2.  Tree  cutting  should  be  restrict ed  to  areas  with  little 
Inportant  wildlife  or  other  resuurce  values. 

3.  Nlparlan  habitat  Improvement  goals  should  be  at  least  half 
of  the  total  acres  and  aquatic  habitat  go a  1  a  should  be  at  least 
halt  of  the  total  miles  of  Btreoms.  wildlife  habitat.  Hhnujil  be 
Improved  ho  that  pupa  let  Ions  can  reach  reasonable  numb* is,  at 
least  In  the  long  run. 

4.  Wild  horse  numbers  should  ba  reduced  to  the  currying 
capacity  of  the  range,  but  at  the  same  rate  as  livestock 
reductions  in  the  same  areas. 

b .  Livestock   number  s   or   aeiions-uf  -una  should  be  reduced   or 

changed  or  grazing  ays tens  Implemented  to  adjust  tu  the  carrying 
capacity  of  the  range  In  the  short  terra  as  well  aa  in  the  long 
tern.  AMPs  should  be  davel uped  or  revised  fur  every  I  category 
allotment.  At  least  70%  of  the  allotments  should  be  put  in  the  I 
category  and  removed  from  the  C  category,  especially  those  with 
high  wildlife  and  other   resuurce  values. 

6.  Vegetation  e co  log  leal  condition  goals  should  be  In creased  to 
at  least  501  in  good  condition  In  the  KA.  Trends  should  be 
Improving  or  stable  In  all  a Llotment a .  Any  allotment  with  an 
overall  decreasing  trend  should  receive  top  priority  for  BLM 
funds  and  attention. 

7.  Cultural  resource  sites  should  receive  protection  with  those 
moat  threatened  receiving  priority  consideration. 

8.  All  WSAs  should  be  recommended  aa  wilderness.  In  the  case 
of   the  Simpson  Park  WBA,   the  buundailes  should  be   adjusted   to 

9.  We  support  the  resource  protection  alternative  in  closing  49 
ways.  Recreation  resources  must  receive  more  8LM  attention.  As 
the  BLM  recreation  budget  Is  currently  limited,  nore  use  of 
volunteers  should  be  Incorporated  in  recreatiun  plans. 

10.  Mineral  exploration  and  development  should  ba  pa  mitt ed  so 
as  not  to  negatively  lei  pact  other  resources. 

11.  Utility  corridors  should  be  limited  tu  existing  ruut.es. 

It  was  very  discouraging  for  me  to  review  this  DEIS  as  It  is 
clearly  worse  than  the  otitai  recent  Nevada  KlSa,  repeating  old 
problems  and  add  ing  a  few  new  ones.  Ita  proposed  management 
actions  are  even  weaker  and  nore  inappropriate  than  those 
proposed  in  the  other  Dfcl;is.  I'm  afraid  the  Slusnhona  -fcureke 
HMP  reflects  a  weakening  commitment  by  BLM  to  the  Improvement   of 


the  ecologlcai  condition  of  the  public  lands.   I  request  that  the 

DEIS   be  revised  to  Include  a  nu  grazing  alternative  and  that  the 

•elected  alternative  Include  as  many  a*  possible  of  the 
roconraendat ions  I  have  made  above. 

I  trust  that  the  explanation  for  the  unsatisfactory  document  does 
not  rest  in  the  "Input'  received  by  the  Battle  Mountain  District 
from  a  range  consultant  on  resource  problems  and  proposed  actions 
(letter  of  8/15/83) . 


Thank  you  for  considering  our  concerns. 
8  1  ncer ely , 


brf-. 


MJ 


Rose  Strickland,  Chair 
Public  Lands  Committee 
f7»2)   747-4237 
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ainaral  pat  ant  ia  1  wi  1  1  not  ba  found .  With  new  Juco 
effective  It  o topped  ,  a  po lie*  of  axe  hiding  alt  car 
known  irtu  of  linitll  potent  ia  1  froe  wi  iderne < a  th.x 
fol  to  wad  no  that  iiplontiin  wi  LI  not  b«  reir.  net* 
wifwrala  eight  rat  be  pr.vdgced .  Wa  believe  that  lai 
dacniona    ahouH    cinf.irm    to    t'ia    "LH    Minora)    Rcaourc-i 
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Shuahona/E.ureka    Resource    Area 
Ha**    2 


..(     .uuibilKv    of    wilitirnrM    area*    ahnuld    *a>j»r#    Hi*    emit  in- 

ird  viability  <>(  Eli  ii  nclftoni  t.  ba  *<•  .  Thr  <rrn  3  f  mi  np  r*  1 
«ih(  ■■■■■■  r  -,i  y  rr  inurra  pot  »  nl  i  a  I  attoo  Id  ti'iitm  tipi*n  tit  I'lp  I  o  - 
rjti.m  and  d»  v«  lopatent  «o  that  rut-ir»  ropi<Mt.-  r*»oiin>i  can 
b->     '   hi  nd     jnd    ntncttd. 

'■iv  part  of  tbe  land  nap  plan  or  wi  Idirnm  rrc-tm-ndmin 
fiat  nithdrawa  tincral  land*  or  restrict*  icccji,  n>duc«i 
th*  poaaibility  of  ■hicnvfry  of  ■inrral  or  energy  m  timrctl . 
'li-'eliira,  HEC  appnaaa  th*  Prefarred  R*lnurc><  Plan  hecauae 
ar-aa  al  mni  *  Leant  iin«n]  and  *n»r|jv  rnourct  nntnitnl 
1 11  ilia  Ant*  Inpa  and  Kobarta  USA'  a  won  id  bo  xj  thdrawn  f  run 
iinnr,!     dgvaj  lipo^nc  .  Poaa  ib  ty     aott*     part  <     <i[      rhuc     WSA'  ■ 

v;  ri-j[  m  n«r a  i  or  energy  re  source  pu:-?ncial  coo  Id  be  r#roa- 
awnded    for    vilderiwaa. 


'J(       Mi 


alternative!     preaentad,      NEC      favor*      the      No      Action 


Thank  »ou  for  th*  opportunity  to  cuawm  on  rhfca  Draft  Envi 
r. maternal  lepact  Stataatent  and  hiourci;  Hanagaaeni  Plan  [u 
Ihr     Shoshofie/Euroha    Saaource    Area.    Nevada. 


Inlin    D.    Wr 
Vi*.  aideni 


1  Saianiaanin  Sl'fai 

i*a*  i.o'O'sdo  ■:;*"' 
■  ■■pnona  JOJ  WS  7V? 


JW 


September    20,    1983 


Mr .  H.  Jamas  Fox 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  194 

Battle  Mountain,  NV   89820 

flat   Draft  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Management  Plan 

D««r  Mr.  Pom 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company  appreciate-  having  the 
oppor  tunlty  to  provide  comae nto  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  {BLMJ  regarding  the  draft  Shoshone-Eureka 
Resource  Management  Plan  (RHP}  and  Wilderness  EIS. 

Atlantic  Richfield  earlier  provided  information  to 
your  office  regarding  our  evaluation  of  the  area's 
energy  and  mineral  potential  and  our  concern  for  its 
full  consideration  in  the  resource  management 
planning  process  {see  attachments).   At  this  time,  we 
would  like  to  reinforce  our  position  with  specific 
coaueents  on  the  draft  RHP. 

As  earlier  set  forth,  we  are  very  concerned  that 
energy  and  mineral  resources  be  fully  incorporated 
into  the  Bureau's  land  planning  processes.   We 
maintain  that  because  the  RHP  will  guide  the  long- 
term  management  of  public  lands  in  the  Resource  Area, 
It  is  imperative  that  energy  and  minerals  be 
explicitly  treated  within  the  plan's  framework  to 
ensure  thst  these  resources  receive  equal 
consideration  in  resource  allocation  decisions. 
Activity  plans  that  will  be  developed  for  wildlife 
habitat,  wild  horse  nerds,  and  woodland  areas  should 
fully  integrate  minerals  data  in  their  formulation; 
it  is  difficult  to  see  how  such  integrstion  can  take 
pLace  without  explicit  treatment  of  energy  and 
minerals  in  the  plan.   For  example,  wildlife  habitat 
stipulations  or  identification  of  critical  habitat 
requirements  can  place  seasonal  or  permanent 
restrictions  on  mineral  development.   The  RHP  states 
that  the  Preferred  Alternative  will  only  recommend 
areas  for  wilderness  where  the  wilderness  values  and 
related  benefits  offset  the  other  uses  foregone 
because  of  such  designation.   Energy  and  minerals, 
one  of  theaa  other  uses,  should  be  given  the  status 
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flf  Corded  wildernooa,  livestock ,  wildlife,  and 
woodland  values  In  the  plan,  all  ot    which  are 
identified  as  planning  lasueo.   While  other  a LM 
regulations  such  as  Parts  3802  end  3809  provide  a 
case-by-case  mechanism  for  resolving  site  specific 
conflicts  between  minerals  and  other  resource  values, 
it  is  nonetheless  laportant  that  this  type  ot 
infornation  also  be  fully  weighed  in  resource 
planning. 

Because  of  the  indirect  treatment  which  energy  and 
minerals  is  given  in  the  draft  RMP,  it  is  difficult 
to  assess  the  full  iapact  which  planning 
recoianendations  are  likely  to  have  on  these 
resources.   Our  evaluation  indicates  that  the 
wilderness  study  areas  in  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource 
Area  have  oil  and  gas  resource  potential,  and  the 
Roberts  W8A  has  a  geologically  favorable  environment 
for  the  occurrence  of  significant  minerals.   The 
preliminary  reconeendatlon  of  wilderness  suitability 
for  Antelope  and  Roberts  would  effectively  preclude 
future  development  of  this  potential. 

In  suBBiry,  we  urge  the  BU4  give  sore  explicit 
consideration  to  energy  and  Minerals  in  the  resource 
aanageaant  planning  process  for  the  Shoshone-Eureka 
Resource  Area.   Such  consideration  will  help  ensure 
that  balanced  resource  allocation  decisions  are  Bade 
to  further  the  public  interest. 

S  inceraly , 


R.  Mitchell 


jRM:JFO:drm 
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-luirta    Resource    Ka:.^-i 


Otii     Mr  .      r  OX  ; 

Atlantic  Rich?  it  id  CcT.^any  spurec^ati.:  ;  r 
opportunity  lc  cedent  en  the  Bureej  of  ; 
K*r,ac«meRt:  *S  Revised  Flanr.ing  Issues  □:.--• 
".  ne  ShOEhone-E-jr  ena  Resoutce  Manages-*  r.t  ; 
Nevada, 


Or,  Jiine  1  ,  I  9E  \  , 
ccr.rrifcnt  5  te  the 
be  an  inttcrcl  ; 
Snoehone  -Eu  :  *■»  a 
ent  rov     and    it- j  tie  1 


At  lent  Jc  R  icr  I  it  ■ ;:  •  . 
h!v  rt-gacdinc  issues  - 
~;  ;    cf    the    piinnir-g    ; 

n'-'.r  .         Ke     SubStqjef.t  '.' 

al    i  r.  format  i  en    to  jm.p. 


Ilk*      ar 
r.L.t     to 
1      I  tttS 


inventory   phase   of    the   planning    p>  cc**«,s 

i  jLr  lintijtt    oui      issues.       Therefort,    wc 
txf'lftrtdt  ion    frca,    ELS    at    to   why    it    «&s    d*- 

include    our     i  Ssaei     in    tht    planning    [.net 

H^P.       We-    contend    that    BLM    is    requited    J.y 

dt*T  r-  r*-.  j  nc    whet  be  r    v  1  n*  t  al    uses    or    norin  in 

the    night  st    j  nd    best    use    of    the    pjLl  ic    1 

evidenced    by    pub  I  ic     interest.       As    a    n-.'u 

concerned    with    tht    apparent    inequity    t-'i 

and    mineral    resources    and    other    resource 

that    energy    and    mineral    resources    ate    i>-j 

the    same     full    cons  ide  r  a  t  ion    during     the    j: 

process.       It    is    made    clear    in    the    Fedt-i  a 

Policy    Kar.act-n.ent    Act     that    land    rra:,D^«:.e 

ttco=;.iit  in*  r.aticr.'s  need  for  dcrtit.c 

ninerals,  yet  ,t  r.es  beer,  our  ricurt  ,ic 

that  l.he«a  resource  values  have  bet:  &  I  i 

curing,  the  c.Iannmg  process  and  only  .-  ;  t 

ni«*sures  for  energy  and  mineral  ictiviti 

resource  values  have  been  addressed.    S 

102(a)  (12)  of  tht  Federal  Land  Policy  at. 

Act  (FLPKA)  stipulates  that  "the  public  1 ..  jl  re 

'T.anegec  in  a  manner  which  r  ecog  n  1  z  t-  L  J  M-  1*4  !  ,  on  '  s 

need  for  riorre  s:ic  sources  of  IBi  n*f  J»If  .  . .  *  i     l  rie 

public  lanes  including  i  mplemen  tat  1  or  o!  trie  Mining 
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:    ;-<  i  icy  ;,c ;   «.;    iyn  ,    * 

1  t-gx  *,.ii.t  ing,    ur.d   ;-  uun*  ■.  i 
aionr    rvjunt    if.t    fell 


t  iti-rtr.t    and    ;-:>:  cr.t  :  i.1     ur'.  :     t.f     r  i. :  ]  i  c     I*;. J? 

Shall    be   considered 

c  f.esou  r  ct    d  errand    for  fc-casts    c;.c    analyses 

relevant    to    trie   Resource    niea 

o  Oppoi  tuni  ties    to    rtel    go*}:'    c  rid    ct-ject  ives 

defined    in    National    arid    l';a-.e    lurtctor 
guidance 

'  "':•(.-    District    Kariace:    or    rt£t-Jic*i    Arte 

Manager     shall    arrange     fc.i     r  ttc-ui  ce  .  ,  .CiU 
ar.d     ir.for  rr.a  t  ion    to    be    col  tt-cttd  . 

i_  !-i.  .ertl    complt  tc,     reascr.*.!  ii      :  c- ;  o;:  [  ct 

Bwnajement   alttj  r.it  ives    •_:.-.]    :.t    ;.:i[ciu; 
for     the    Resource    Area. 

;t    nu:r    I,*     noted    that    fie    tern.    "  r  l-eh.i  r  ct  "    tj^r-lloi    net 
.vr.iy    tc     rtM-wablt    resources,    but    a  1  st.    to   ^t.r:rent».ctit 
:'-uututs.       Therefore,     the    iL^ve    requ>:tJM:f»ts    n.u;.t    be 
t.;. plied    lo    energy    and    mineral    ttiOjict-i    c a    required 
£>y    law.       Kr,  i  le    cer  ta  in  ,     reasoniblt    no  t  icet  *on 

i,;J_.-t;     .iuy    be    necessary,     a    complete    (  .-&l«a*  ien    cf 
u.tigy    and    mineral     resojree    potent  id!    must    be    n.arie     lr. 
c:Jer     to    provide     the    sa.Tie    upportunit  i»s    to:    energy 
end    rr.ineral    resource    deve  lopment    that    are    tf  Eordfed 
u the  I     r* sources. 

Xe    realize    that     it    is    difficult    for     c    cojrf.lt  tt 
cvtlust  ion    of    energy    and    mineral    resources    to    be    r;.aot 
<iu::r.c,    this    piocess,    due    tc    the    r.atur*    i.f    th* 
:  t  .r  cur  ct  l    thirr.se]  vet .       Never  theles*,     t    dtc:d*-d    .  I  [trt 
:  .j  *  t     bt    n.Aiii     by    the    6LK    10   cslhsi     ai    i-  .<r:t.    ml  K  i  n.£  t  It'fi 
e*     ptit.sioi'e     in    order     tc    determine    U.nt     .-ei.ourcfc 
^li:cr.    actually    exitt    in    a    par  t  ict.i.:E     | landing    are* 
r.o    that     appropriate    planning    dccisiniiL    n.a  y    lie    maoe, 

M-.iCl-td     is    a    copy    of    an    ene  r  gy    and    n  intir!     1 1 1  1  fig 
•  y*  tea     t;  s    outlined     in    the    Deceit  be  r     it.  t  r.    F  i   -*'  al 
ritisli-t.       Ke    bel ieve    the    BLK    snou  «a    w£t     f-ich    a 
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eating  By  s  t  err.  to  gather  energy  and  it 
data  frorr  industry  and  other  gover'.m 
utilization  duiing  the  planning  proc 
wilderness  ttudy .  We  would  like  to 
however ,  tr.ot  these  rating*  would  re 
*.  now  ledge  and  technology  and  must  be 
mod  i'icaticn  should  new  i  nf  orma  t  i  cr. 
This  is  especially  true  due  to  the  r, 
exploration  activities  and  the  poi e i 
information  or  technology  could  shed 
areas '    potential . 
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must  play  a  f.»j 
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where  conf 1 ic t  i 
rriner  al  values , 
em-i  rcnm*ntal  p 
plai,  objective 


eld    believes    that    energy    ■: 

or    role    in   land   management 
for    a  nd    deve lop men  t    of    t r. 
d    be    provided    for     in    ; :, ,  • 
tainng    access    to    ereas    ■- ■ 
esources.      Areas    idem  i  f  le 
rel   potential    should    infK 
na.       Access    to    these    ares 
by    the    minimum    legal    star 
env  i  ronmental    protect  ion. 
ng    resource    values    may    out 
the    BLM   should    identify   w 
rotectioni    ii    necessary    to 
for    these    resources. 
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It  is  impor  tant  for  the  BLM  to  recogr.  i  :e  how  energy 
and  mineral  tesource  values  should  influer.ee  the  land 
management  decisions  and  the  role  of  minerals  in  the 
formulation  of  management  prescriptions.   I  r,  order  to 
comply  with  the  FLPM.A  requirements  and  to  achieve  the 
goals  and  objectives  of  multiple  use  r,ar.  =  ^eme-it ,  tr,e 
3LM  needs  to: 

1.  Tc  provide  for  mineral  tesoj:ce  Ano 
development  on  BLM  lands. 

2.  Identify  lands  having  energy  and  finer*! 
potential  and  take  action  to  open  or 
maintain  access  to  those  resources,  while 
meeting  minimum  legal  standards  fur 

env i ronmental  protect  ion. 

3.  Identify  whtre  conflicting  itbouice  values 
outweigh  mineral  i tioucct  vilucs  end  what 
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ir.  i  n  j  mum    s  t  and  a  i  ds    for    f*tuit?el  itti,    must    be 

met    tc   meet    the   plan   c!.]ictivi-£. 

bLK    jl    required    to    show    the    effects    oi 

•  i  rm  t  ;  vts    on    all    ctsource    val^L,     i  riujssc  anc    L  ne  r  gy 

.iintrol    resources.       Cacti    of     the    r;:.oai:.eri: 
itr.itivei    selected    must    identify    tnt    tradeoffs 
t,    would   occur    as    a    result    of    the    possible 
Hibernation   of    tr.at   alternative    =e    it    rtjctes    to 
rgy   and   mineral   values.      The    ithtti&ltt    snould 
lude:    opportunities   and    restrictions    fcr    access    to 
trnls,    minimum   protection    st ip u la t ; ons    renuired 
er    each    alternative,    and   analysis    of    relative 
ue   placed    or-    each   conflicting    resource. 

District    Manager    is    required    to    develop    a 
feired    alternative    which   will    Be    n.i.-L-t    n^tioriel    end 
:e    r>;  [<-ctc:    guidance.       Wher.    the    ;.  rtlt:  reJ    flan 
err.itive    u    ultimately    selectee    .--r.d    p  .t  ".  1  shed  , 
'.    prescription    for    management    Er.oclc    describe    the 
'  ic     :  n.pac  t    or.    ene  r  gy    and    cjfiC  :  4  1    testaices. 
hou  Id    : nc luce  :       the    mi  ni mu;:.   standard 
e  merits    (or    surface    protection    upon    i :  su  ance    of 
,    ptrmitc    *nd    plans    of    ope  i  u  t  ,  ,,-\  \    j  nd    what 
ona  ]     requirements    if    any,     a  it-    to    !je    plowed    l»h 
urt  jvit  ie«     in    order     to    mee  l     tfce    i^ljt^Uve    of 
e:-cription.       Also,     the    pr  esct  ipt  ion    should    give 
ale    as    to   why    normal    standards    iie    not 
urt     to   project    the    liird    i_ii    objective 


pfcCl 


'  f  i. 


With  regard  to  the  wilderness  studies,  trie  Rl.K's 
WilJeihesi  Study  Policy  dated  February  1,  1^  B2  r 
Ctiitnor,  No.  2;  Standard  No.  1  Energy  and  Miner  a  1 
Hesource  Values,  states,  "Recommendations  as  to  an 
area's  suitability  or  nonsut tab i 1 l ty  for  wi lderness 
6e  s lgnat i on  will  reflect  a  thorough  cens iderflt ion  of 
any  identified  or  potential  energy  and  mineral 
resource  vilues,"   In  other  words  tnt  planning 
process  requires  full  consideration  of  these 
res gu ices  and  an  assess  me nt  of  impacts  to  their  use 
and  ir.ar.agen.ent.   We  believe  that  it  is  the 
responsibility  of  BLM  to  develop  an  energy  and 
mineral  alternative  in  order  to  comply  with  the 
Wilderness  Study  Policy  directive. 


The  energy  and  mineral  alternative  touJC 
en.phci.is  or,  resource  development  by  p:o; 
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opportunities  for  cc.njti.-d :  ty  production  i  r.  tiecs 
having  significant  pos s  ib 1 1 i t i es  for  resource 
development.   This  would  mean  that  areas  with  go .c  o: 
high  mineral  potential  would  be  recorr-mended  for  d 
nonwilderness  designation.   The  remaining  artcs  which 
are  void  of  other  conflicts  and  which  still  poiLess 
wilderness  values  and  ore  capable  of  being  nai,t:tc  ts 
wilderness  could  be  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wi  Ider ness . 

In  order  to  prepare  an  energy  and  mineral 
alternative,  BLM  would  utilize  the  energy  end  ainwrai 
inventory  data  which  has  been  gathered  curing  the 
study  process.  This  information  would  provide  tne 
basis  for  boundary  adjustments  on  areas  where  such  an 
approach  is  feasible  or  would  provide  the  basis  for  a 
nonvi  Id  ernes  a  recommendation. 


Atlantic  Richfield 
resource  management 
for  reasonable  prot 
at  the  same  time,  p 
development  of  natu 
uniform,  workable, 
for  natural  resourc 
BLM  is  of  utmost  i 
environmental  laws 
characterized  the 
constrained  the  sea 
additional  energy  a 
constraints  have  se 
and  ut i 1  iza t  ion  of 
needed  to  add  stabi 
to  reduce  its  depen 
However ,  the  BLM  is 
mode  of  management, 
land  management  sta 
multiple-use  concep 
b i tuat ion. 


upp.vrts  effective  land  and 
plans  and  actions  that  provide 
ection  of  the  environme'.  t,  wile 
revising  for  the  exploration  find 
ral  resources.   The  development  of 
and  effective  management  stan'.etds 
es  under  the  jurisdiction  of  in* 
.por  tance.    Inflexible 
and  regulat  ions  have  often 
anner  in  which  the  gov*  r  nn.tnt  hos 
rch  for  and  development  of 
nd  mineral  supplies.   £uch 
verely  limited  the  accessibility 
energy  and  mineral  resources 
lity  to  the  Nation's  econursy  and 
dence  on  insecure  foreign  impor t  s . 
not  required  to  continue  in  this 
It  has  an  op por  tunity  to  develop 
ndards  and  guidelines  aiorig  the 
that  will  help  remedy  tnt 


In  conclusion,  we  urge  that  the  BLM  carefully 
consider  our  comments  in  order  that  the  Cone ; e ss ; -na 1 
mandates  of  FLPMA  and  the  Mining  and  Minerals  Policy 
Act  are  fully  Implemented  and  to  insure  that  energy 
and  mineral  resources  are  afforded  fell  cons  iritr  tt  ion 
in  the  land  management  planning  of  th*  public  lar.ds. 

Sincerely, 


J.  R.  Mitchell 

CMMidra 
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!■'..-  .     1'icl.otl     C.     Hi  Lci-e  1  1 
[jit^o    r.1     Land    Management 
LatLjt    Mountain    District    Office 
F  .C.    Box     {<*<, 
Lit  lit    Mounta  i  r. ,    Nevada      B9B20 

*t  :       st<o*none-Eurfcka    Resource    Manager.  *■ 
bottle  Hour.ttir.  District 

L.'.c  :     Ki  .     Ki  tchell  : 

/,ii,:,ur  f-JChf  ifclG  Con;. any  Lrrr,  ml  :  .: 
/.;,„(  MiCt  fupur  Con.puny,  appreciiU  '► 
it  ft*£tr.i  its  corr.mer.tr-  *:nd  i  t-con,.i  t-'.-Jn 
U«:  1.  (.u  of  Lend  Management  [BLM  cr.  it: 
i:,n:v  reiource  potential  of  the  £r.Ci.i 
resource    Area    in    Nevada, 
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Richfield  Company  it    gi 
r, '  e  dwindling  supply  of 

and    lis    continuing    dependence    or. 
;]     imports.       We    are    par  t  icu  l  a  [  l  \     ti 
ons    by    the    Federal    Gover 
he    public    the    right    to    s 
eeourcL-i    chat    thi    BU'    * 
Eureka     Resource    Kin«gew 

provisions  to  encourage 
priate  development  of  th 
potential  of  the  entire 


ir.e 


neb    about 


r.  f.  e  c 
( tur 


1  nment     t  l.u  t     1 t. 
sec-h    ene  i  gy    an 
,,uludi     in    1  '-£ 
ent    pi  fen     iRKJ"i 


bed 
ateii 


jr  cc 


at  10 

id      FT. 


neial 


Oi  1    and    Gas 

Tre    n.osr.cne-Eureka    Besouice    Are*    cent tin*    energy 
rts---t«    potential.       For    example    tlJ     *  a  vt    U     tht 
kilcimeLi    Ftudy    Aieai     (V-'5A)     INV-O  JO -  :  Ut  ,     KY-CuO-UG  , 
i;v-(l60-23l/24I.    NV-060-42fl    and    NV-Ot.0-5«lj     contain 
oil    and    gas    resource    potential. 

G*-ct  hern.al 

Fur  ther ,  the  entire  planning  erec  lies  uli  i.Lully 

within  trie  well-documented  region  of  non  ctot:.erjnt} 
energy  potential,  the  Battle  Kour.tcit,  r.eit-flow  high, 
kith  regard  to  geothermal  resources,  this  segment  of 
the  basin  and  Range  is  typified  by  heal  flow 
anomaloulsy  above  even  the  r eg jonal ly-fcieva- tea 


r  t  it.  I  :«; 

to  u. t 

t x :  ■  1 u 1  * t cr  y 

*■  pretence  of 


ti  at 
■J  a  i  1  e  1 


i;r  .  Kicr.aeJ  C.  Ml  tcnell 
July  ! ,  1981 
I  agt  'i. 

ti.trrr.al  regime.   This  is  iJluatialed 
widespread  drstr  it*ut  ton  of  hot  spimu 
planning  area  f  t  on  bl*ie  VaLley  soutl 

Sn-OKy  and  Mom  tor  '4k.  1  J  e y  and  noi thwai 
Crescent  Valley-Battle  Mountain  aiea, 
oectherir-a]  drilling  has  demons  tr  t  ted  the  pre 
high  temperature  (greater  than  400<>F,  rest-u: 
the  boundaries  of  the  planning  area  in  rixie 
and  the  Beowewe  area. 

Additionally,  numerous  geothermal  leases  rave  bee 
issued  within  the  planning  area  and  active 
exploration  in  this  largely  unevalueted  rent  it 
underway  in  a  number  of  instancei  .   LMStinc  e\i3 
points  to  the  presence  of  h  igh-  ten.;:  e  i  at-jr  e  ai--  tr.e 
resources  at  shallow  economic  depths  [less  than 
8000')  and  thus  tc  the  likely  development  t-f 
reservoirs  capable  of  supporting  electricity 
generation.   Fur  thermoce,  there  if  suistant J=- 
potential  for  direct  usage  applications  of  tr.e 
geothermal  resource  throughout  the  area. 


Mineral s 

Tr>e  Anaconda  Coppe 
Eastgate  2eol l te, 

B*t  tie  Mountain  Ci 

Eas  tqate  teol i tea 


r  Company  has  one  property, 
as  described  below,  located 
stt  ict . 


County i 
Local  ion 


Church) 11 

Adjar-ent  to  U.S.  Highway  ',C,  k«d  c^0 
miles  east  of  Fallon,  Nevada. 
Land  Description:  21  unpatented  placer  cUim  MiO 
act t( i  subject  to  product  ion 
i oyalty  of  i\  Net  Prof i t 


Future 

Acqui Si  tions i 


Some  acqui  iltioni  are  plar.r.ta  for 
the  future. 

impact!  Located  approximately  t    rw*s  west 

of  WSA  030-110  Uesatoyo  Mountains 
(4B.150  acre*) . 

Anaconda  does  have  an  interest  in  several  of  the 
WSA's  in  the  district;  Desatoya  Mountains,  Robert* 
Mountains,  and  Simpson  Park.   All  are  consioered  to 
have  geologically  favorable  environments  for  the 
occurrence  of  significant  minerals.   The  following  is 
a  summary  of  the  geology  and  mineral  occurrences  in 
each  MSA. 
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I'.i  .     N.icr.ael    C.    Mitchell 
J«ly    3 ,     1981 

I'flCt     i 


Lto    Mint. 


k  :  it-1  1  v    sedimentary    rock*    of    Ti  i  o  bi  . ;.  -  u;i*    wt.ltti    art 
cr-Rptl&t-d    of    sandstone,     shale,    ircng  iup  cr  ..  1 t     i :,    the 
JiiKti     t-fert    of    August*    Sequence    arid    l.H'!  tor,t,     shale 
(f.n    :.<  nat  ton*    of     the    upper    part    of    tft*    Augus i s 
nr^n.tt.       Volcanic    rock i    ere    mostly    Itrtury    ash- 
iiow    toift. 

^'t-i.-Liry    Vhz    produced    fron,    the    Wild    l-'t-tte    lining 
oittrict    located    in    the    Southern   part    ot     trie 
mounta i ns , 

L-t  s  a  ttivd    Mtns  . 


CuM.jstE  almost  entirely  of  vujcut..c  :c.!.--i  oi 
7ti;jory  age,  ger.tly  east  dipping  c  f :  1,;.  iclfs  fcr,;: 
tuiiaceous  sedimentary  rocks.   Lc-Cuj..,  the  volcerics 
in  intruded  by  dikes  of  felsic  n.d    r&iic  intrusive 

COCKS. 

71.*  Gcid  basin  Mining  district,  loc-t<c  in  tr,t 
5>ooi.he:r.  part  of  the  Kountair.s  p:oci,j;ec  153  tons  el 
ore  in  a  lSli  operation.   Occurrences  or  mercury  and 
uranium  are  south  of  this  district. 


Tht-.ftni  elope  Kange  is  underlain  v,     c&i  L.c.r.6 1  e  rocks. 
Along  the  county  line,  the  rocks  ait  overlain  t-y 
vol  tames  consisting  largely  of  anutbitic  (lows  and 
pyi oc  J  ast icb . 

i;o  Known  mineralization  occurs  in  the  KSA. 

:'  .  rj  iin  pat  k 

i.aitiely  niade  up  of  chert,  shale,  quel  tints  of 
C'i  cc-v  ic  l  an  and  Siiuxlan  age.   Voh.dii.c  miid 
pytoclastic  rocks  underlie  much  of  tne  north  and 
south  parts  of  the  range. 

The  Roberts  Mining  district  is  locattii  fjfi  the  w*£t 
Side  of  the  Simpson  Mtns.   Keystone  Mine  is  the  only 
producing  property  in  this  district,   topper,  silver, 
lead,  and  zinc  were  nintd. 


r:r  .  Kicr.ael  c.  t-u  tchtil 
July  1,  19B1 
Page  < 


fiober  ts  Mtns. 


Essentially  at.  eastward  tilted  bloc*  cuhlo^h.;  cf 
complexly  de  foi  rr.fr d  c.'ier  t ,  shale  and  sar.ci  ton*  ,  the 
area  is  overlapped  on  the  east  by  vr.l(.*r,;c  rocks. 

Uo  known  miner  al  i  za  t  i  c-n  occurs  in  the  wsa. 

References 

1.  Mineral  and  kdttr  Resources  of  i.ei-ada,  b.;  J  it  tin 
6S,  MacKay  school  of  Mines. 

2.  Geology  and  Kineral  Resources  of  Lutfrc  i\,., 
Nevada  1967. 

2.       Radioactive  Mintrfcl  Occurrences  i  r,  i.tvadu,  Lirrv 
J.  Garside,  bull.  Bl,  1973. 

4.   Geology  and  Kineral  deposits  of  Lanoer  Ccontv, 
Nevada,  1977. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company  suppor  ts  li.tr    r  .„  1  *  i  -.-  \e-use 

management  concept  fot  the  nstior.'s  r  Jbli 

believes  that  the  best  interest  of  the  r.a 

served  if  they  are  managed  in  this  rr.arner 

believe  that  the  oublic  has  the  riqht  to 

rrsovrcr  potential  exists  on  public  lands 

the  imposition  of  far-reaching  land  vithd 

decisions.   Accordingly,  we  recommend  tha 

RMP  for  the  Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area 

provisions  and  compatible  land  use  alloca 

encourage  exploration  and  appropriate  dev 

the  energy  and  mineral  resource  potential 

entire  area,  including  the  Mv»  WSA ' «  that  a 

considered  for  wilderness  designation . 

Again,  we  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  c^mn 
the  BLM  on  this  important  issue. 


and 

11  be 


t  !.e 

final 

NCli 

de 

WI.S 

tna  t 
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Sincerely, 


J.  B.  Kitchell 


JRH/CMM/dll 
At tachm#nt 
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UNI  ft  U  SI  Alt  S  t  NVIHONMI  NT  At   PHOII  MKiN  Aul  Nl.  Y 

ri  cutm  ik 

?  1  fc  » icniunl  Stii'tti 
SinhAiiciico.  C»    9410b 


SEP  J  I  1983 


Mr.    H.    J&aes    Poi 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Lend  Management 

P.O.  Boh  194 

Settle  Mountain,  Nevede   89820 

Dear  Hr.  Poai 

The    Environmental    Protection    Agency    lEPft >     has    roviewad 
the   Ore  ft    Bnv  Uonaent  a  J     Impact    SUtenon(     (DEIS  >    t  1 1  1  ed 
REHOUMC'f!    ftAHAGCHRHT    PLAM    POM    THK    gHj**HflHE  -CUHpfA    WKSOURCt 
ANEAX   WE VAOA.       We    have    the    enclosed    c-aajaonta    regardTng 
this    DKlif. 

Me  have  class! fled  this  DEI9  ae  Category  LO-2  (lech  of 
objections  -  ineufficient  tnioraat ion) .  The  cleea 1 f icat i on 
and  data  of  EPA  * e  ccasaents  will  he  published  in  the  Federal 
Bag  j  Star  in  accordance  with  our  public  d I ociosure  respona i- 
BTliTTee    under   Section    309    of    the   Clean   Atr   Act, 

&@   appreciate    the    opportunity   to  review   this   DEIS, 
Please    send    three   copies    of    the   final    Snv i consent  a  1    I  space 
Statement    (PSI3)    to    thle    office    at    the    ouss    t  las    it    £9 
officially    filed    with    our    Baehlngton,    D.C.    office.       If    you 
have    any    guest  1  ana ,    pi  eaaa    contact    Lorette    Hahn    Sarsaalan, 
Chief,    EIS    Review  Section,    at    (415)    974-91Be   or   PTS    454-6186 


/"LWncerely    you( 

j&JLlD 


Charlee   M.    Murray,    Jrj 
Aeeletant    Regional 

for    Policy,    Technics 
Resource a   Management 


latrator 

and 


Enclosure    (1 ) 
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Water   Quel lty  Ct 


■  nti 


On  page  4-1,  it  le  atated  that  uapacts  to  water  quel lty  and 
00 1  la  were  analysed ,  found  to  be  tnaignl  Meant  and  thoroforo 
would  not  be  dlacueaed  further.   The  DEX9  doee  not  Indicate 
how  this  concl ue  ion  was  reached  (i.e.,  what  support  1 ng  data, 
references  or  technical  studies  were  used). 

The  DEIS  discusses  poor  quality  w»t lends-r lper t an  and  aquatic 
habitat  areas  but  does  not  Identify  probable  associated  watar 
quel lty  probleae .   The  PB  IB  should  Ident Ify  water  quel  lty 
cond Itione  In  the  resource  area  and  aesess  direct  and  lndlracr 
Lapacts  to  water  quality  associated  with  the  various  levels  of 
graslng,  alnlng,  harvesting,  etc.,  under  the  different  alter- 
natives.  General  eoll  type  and  characteristics  (I.e.,  soil 
erosion  potential)  should  be  discussed  In  conjunction  with 
water  quality.   Mitigation  seaeures  should  be  provided  under 
all  alternatives  to  ensure  protection  of  good  quality  end 
improvement  of  poor  quality  water*  {Including  arose  downet res© 
of  the  resource  ares  which  may    be  lapacted) ,  In  accordance 
with  Stata-Psder al  Hater  Quality  9tandardo  and  Beat  8 * n eg tea n t 
PrectlcoG,   The  FH1B  should  also  discuss  ground  03  tor  quant  lty 
and  quellty  in  the  r@souree  area  and  aesess  lapacts  es  a  result 
of  the  proposed  1  and  uses • 

Peat iclde  C 


The   only   aontlon    of    pesticide    use    In    on   page    3-16,    which    statesi 
"Application    of    herbicides,    ouch    aa    2,4-D,    on    propoeed    treatewnt 
areas    to   reduce    sagebrush    and    othsr    plant    species    will    be    in 
accordance    with   procedures    establi  shed    In    Bureau    Genual    9232 
to    Insure    noninpalment    of    other-thet-target    apeclea."      Thle 
statement    doaa    not    adequately    eddrese    peeticida    concerns. 

The  PBXB    should    identify    the   approsisate   areas    to    tm    treats^ 
t?ith   pesticides,    and    dlscuis    application    of    pesticides    to  saln- 
tain   tha    rights-of-way   proposed. 

These   pastlctde    Issues   should   not   be  dsf@rr©d    to  project   specific 
©nv  Lr omental    assessments   or    Lapact   StateeMnte,    but    should    ha 
addressed    In   the   PP.I9    as    lapacts   of   the   Resource   Management    Plan 
Itseie   (for   all    alternatives). 


EUREKA,  NEVADA  PUBLIC  HEARING  TESTIMONY 


c: 


s 


Bill  Card,  Rancher,  Eureka,  Nevada 

The  first  question  I  have  is  on  the  Antelope  Wilderness  Area.   You've 
got  an  estimated  1,200  visitor  hours,  in  addition  to  whatever  the 
visitor  hours  are  supposed  to  be  out  there  now,  My  first  question  is 
what  provisions  do  you  have  for  taking  care  of  these  people  that  will 
be  out  there  using  this  wilderness  area? 

Along  the  same  lines,  wilderness  area,  I  wondered  what  provisions  are 
there  to  keep  the  road  open  out  there?  It  will  take  a  snow  plow  to 

get  past  my  place  four  to  six  months  out  the  year If  it  becomes  a 

wilderness  area,  this  has  to  be  taken  care  of;  because  snow  or  no 
snow,  no  matter  how  much,  people  are  going  to  try  to  go  through 
anyway.   They  do  it.   They  go  up  there  and  get  stuck,  and  it's  up  to 
me  to  take  care  of  them  again. 

The  same  thing  happens  in  the  summertime. . .1  don't  want  the 
responsibility  of  having  to  take  care  of  these  people. 

There's  something  about  not  driving  vehicles  onto  the  wilderness  area. 
Most  of  this  wilderness  area,  the  Antelope,  is  on  my  permit,  my  ranch. 
I  don't  know  what  percentage,  but  just  about  all  of  it.   I  need  to  be 
able  to  get  on  there  with  my  pickup  to  be  able  to  handle  it. 


RENO,  NEVADA  PUBLIC  HEARING  TESTIMONY 


i 


Bob  Warren,  Executive  Secretary,  Nevada  Mining  Association 

On  Page  S-2,  the  summary  of  planning  issues,  I  noticed  that  the  —  And 
this  has  become  a  trend  now  with  all  of  the  environmental  impact 
statements.   BLM  is  not  stating  one  of  the  Basic  Criteria  for 
qualification  of  the  wilderness  area.   BLM  is  leaving  out  the 
reference  that  an  area  must  be  roadless.   That  is  the  number  one 
criteria;  therefore,  you  can't  plan,  and  have  resource  management 
Issues,  without  recognizing  the  most  important  Issue:   whether  or  not 
an  area  has  wilderness  suitability,  because  it  aqualifies  as  a 
roadless  area. 


10 


On  Page  1-4,  again,  it  states  that  special  attention  will  be  given  to 
social  economic  impacts  upon  local  communities.   Then,  in  the  very 
last  section  on  4-19,  you  point  out  that  there  Is  no  significant  — 
These  wilderness  designations  will  have  no  significant  impact  upon  the 
economy  of  the  area.  It's  obvious  that  if  the  areas  that  are  dependent 
upon  mining,  as  properly  indicated,  are  not  permitted  to  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  future  mining  in  theses  areas,  there  will  be  a  major 
economic  impact. 


12 
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The  Nevada  Mining  Association  has  contracted  with  three  professors  at 
the  University  of  Nevada  in  the  Department  of  Economics  who  have  done 
a  study  of  the  economic  impact  of  the  mining  industry  in  Nevada.   They 
have  updated,  and  given  you  much  more  useable  data.  Yours  is  largely 
limited  to  1980,  in  many  respects.   Some  of  this  is  as  recent  as  1982. 
It  shows  the  impacts. 

j  Another  general  statement  —  On  Page  315,  and  several  pages  following 
there.   I  used  to  complain  about  the  fact  that  there  were  a  lot  of 
roads  in  these  areas.   I  noticed  this  EIS  is  calling  most  of  them 
"ways"  now,  only  indicating  that  there  are  a  few  roads  where  it's  so 

obvious  that  is  the  only  way  to  avoid  that And,  also,  a  way 

maintained  solely  by  the  passage  of  vehicles,  the  BLM  states  that  this 
is  not  a  road.   But  the  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals  has  ruled  that 
this  is  a  road;  and  very  clearly,  that  this  is  a  road,  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  go  out  and  maintain  a  road  by  any  other  means  if  driving 
over  it  does  it. 

Barbara  Kelly 


I  don't  support  the  preferred  resource  plan  as  it's  formulated  right 
now.   I'd  like  to  see  a  couple  of  changes  in  it.   One  of  them  would  be 
to  include  part  of  the  Simpson  Park  Range,  the  south  end  especially, 
which  still  has  really  good  wilderness  values. 


Dave  Hornbeck 


I  generally  support  the  designation  of  the  two  areas  that  you  have 
indicated  that  would  be  included;  that  is,  the  Antelope  and  the 
Roberts  Mountains.   I,  too,  think  though  that  you  should  include 
Simpson  Park.   I  have  not  been  in  that  area  on  foot,  but  I  have  viewed 
it  from  the  air;  and  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  magnificent  area, 
especially  with  some  of  the  forest  that  exists  on  it.  And  I  was 
looking  through  the  technicial  report,  trying  to  determine  exactly 
what  basis  you  used  for  eliminating  it. 


13 


One  thing  I  think  that  is  a  mistake  in  the  approach  the  BLM  uses  to 
analyzing  these  wilderness  study  area,  in  terms  of  whether  or  not 

there's  a  conflict  with  mineral  potential,  is  that  Through  the 

inventory  process  and  everything  else,  you've  winnowed  these  down  to  a 
few  areas  that  meet  the  wilderness  criteria,  and  are  in  fact 
wilderness  areas.   You  call  them  "wilderness  study  areas."  Then  you 
compare  the  conflicts  with  mining  and  mining  potential  solely  within 

the  wilderness  potential  boundary I  think  what  you  should  be 

doing  is  taking  the  gem  studies,  and  so  forth,  for  the  whole  state. 
Take  the  percentage  that  the  wilderness  study  areas  would  represent 
out  of  the  entire  area  that  is  available  for  mining  in  this  state,  and 
I'm  sure  that  you  would  find  that  that  is  an  extremely  small  percent- 
age of  all  of  the  area  that  is  available  for  mining  in  this  state . 


-  83  - 


If  it  has  a  very  minor  impact  on  all  of  the  mining  area,  its  values 
should  therefore  be  preserved  in  relationship  to  the  very  small  amount 
of  impact  it  has  on  the  mining  area.   Therefore,  I  do  find  fault  with 
the  fact  that  you  have  chosen  to  eliminate  the  Simpson  Park  area, 
13  because  from  the  opportunities  I've  had  to  see  that  area,  I  think  that 
it  does  represent  an  outstanding  area  of  wilderness.   I  would 
encourage  you  to  reconsider  that  decision,  with  an  eye  toward 
including  at  least  the  major  central  areas  of  that  area  in  a 
wilderness  recommendation. 


Amy  Mazza 

I  support  the  BLM's  analysis,  with  the  addition  of  roughly  the 
southern  half  of  the  Simpson  Park  WSA  ...  It  is  in  a  natural  state, 
roughly  six  times  the  requisite  size,  and  has  dissected  terrain  and 
1514  pinyon  juniper  forests  offering  the  opportunity  for  solitude.   It  is 
no  narrower  than  the  narrow  portions  of  the  Roberts  WSA,  which  are 
entirely  adequate. 

Roger  Scholl,  Wilderness  Committee  Chairman, 
Tolyabe  Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club 

Lastly,  we  urge  that  the  BLM  reconsider  the  southern  portion  of  the 
Simpson  Park  WSA.   I,  and  other  club  members,  have  flown  this  area  and 
driven  some  of  the  boundary.   We  find  it  quite  rugged  and  scenic.   The 
BLM's  analysis  shows  that  most  of  the  conflicts  with  mining  activity 
1 '  are  in  the  north  end  of  the  unit.  These  conflicts  could  be  largely 
eliminated  by  drawing  a  wilderness  boundary  from,  for  example, 
Underwood  Canyon  into  Shagnasty  Basin,  while  not  totally  eliminating 
the  wilderness  resource  in  the  WSA.   We  believe  the  southern 
two-thirds  of  the  area  is  sufficiently  large,  rugged,  and  heavily 
wooded,  especially  in  the  southwest,  to  be  manageable  as  wilderness. 
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Appendix  A 
ENERGY  AND  MINERAL   POTENTIAL  RATING    SYSTEM 

The   following  classification   system  was  used   to  evaluate  the  mineral  resource 
potential    of   the  wilderness   study   areas  in  the   Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Area. 

Classification  Scheme 

Rating    Description 


1.  The  geologic  environment  and  the  Inferred  geologic  processes  do  not 
Indicate  favorability  for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 

2.  The  geologic  environment  and  the  inferred  geologic  processes 
Indicate  low  favorability  for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 

3-      The  geologic  environment,  the  inferred  geologic  processes,  and  the 
reported  mineral  occurrences  indicate  moderate  favorability  for 
accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 

4.      The  geologic  environment,  the  Inferred  geologic  processes,  the 
reported  mineral  occurrences,  and  the  known  mines  or  deposits 
indicate  high  favorability  for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 


Level  of  Confidence  Scheme 
Rating    Description 

A.  The  available  data  are  either  insufficient  and/or  cannot  be 
considered  as  direct  evidence  to  support  or  refute  the  possible 
existence  of  mineral  resources  within  the  respective  area. 

B.  The  available  data  provide  Indirect  evidence  to  support  or  refute 
the  possible  existence  of  mineral  resources. 

C.  The  available  data  provide  indirect  evidence  but  are  quantitively 
minimal  to  support  or  refute  the  possible  existence  of  mineral 
resources. 

D.  The  available  data  provide  abundant  direct  and  indirect  evidence  to 
support  or  refute  the  possible  existence  of  mineral  resources. 


GLOSSARY 

ACRONYMS 

BLM  -  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

RARE  11  -  The  second  U.S.  Forest  Service  Roadless  Area  Review  and  Evaluation. 

WSA  -  Wilderness  Study  Area 

TERMS 

ALLOTMENT  -  An  area  designated  for  the  use  of  a  prescribed  number  and  class  of 
livestock  under  one  plan  of  management. 

ALLOTMENT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  (AMP)  -  A  documented  program  which  applies  to 
livestock  operations  on  the  public  lands,  which  is  prepared  in  consultation 
with  the  permittee(s)  or  lessee(s)  involved,  and  which:   (1)  prescribes  the 
manner  in  and  extent  to  which  livestock  operations  will  be  conducted  in  order 
to  meet  the  multiple  use,  sustained  yield,  economic,  and  other  needs  and 
objectives  as  determined  for  the  public  land  through  land  use  planning; 
(2)  describes  the  type,  location,  ownership,  and  general  specifications  for 
the  range  improvements  to  be  installed  and  maintained  on  the  public  lands  to 
meet  the  livestock  grazing  and  other  objectives  of  land  management;  and  (3) 
contains  such  other  provisions  relating  to  livestock  grazing  and  other 
objectives  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  authorized  officer  consistent  with 
applicable  law. 

ANIMAL  UNIT  MONTH  (AUM)  -  The  amount  of  feed  or  'forage  required  to  sustain  a 
mature  cow  or  the  equivalent  for  one  month. 

ASH  FLOW  -  A  highly  heated  moisture  of  volcanic  gases  and  ash,  traveling  down 
the  flanks  of  a  volcano  or  along  the  surface  of  the  ground  and  produced  by  the 
explosive  disintegration  of  viscous  lava  in  a  volcanic  crater  or  by  the 
explosive  emission  of  gas-charged  ash  from  a  fissure  or  group  of  fissures. 

BAJADA  -  A  series  of  confluent  alluvial  fans  along  the  base  of  a  mountain 
range. 

BASE,  FERROUS  AND  PRECIOUS  METALS  -  Those  groups  of  metals  which  include 
copper,  lead,  zinc,  tungsten,  molybdenum,  beryllium,  manganese,  antimony, 
arsenic;  bismuth,  tin,  iron,  nickel,  lithium,  thorium,  uranium,  vanadium, 
gold,  silver,  mercury,  and  the  platinum  group. 

BASIN  AND  RANGE  -  A  geomorphic  province  characterized  by  fault-block  mountains 
and  intervening  basins. 

BENCH  -  An  accepted  local  usage  for  bajada. 

BITTERBRUSH  ZONE  -  The  area  where  bitterbrush  (Purshia  Tridentata  or  P. 
glandulosa)  occurs.   This  is  usually  on  benches  and  in  canyon  bottoms. 
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BROWSE  -  That  part  of  the  current  leaf  and  twig  growth  of  shrubs,  woody  vines 
and  trees  available  for  animal  consumption. 

CHAINING  -  The  process  of  knocking  over,  for  the  purpose  of  extirpating, 
pinyon  and  juniper  trees  by  means  of  dragging  an  anchor  chain  between  two 
large  caterpillar  tractors. 

CHERRYSTEM  ROADS  -  Dead  end  roads  into  a  WSA  which  form  part  of  the  boundaries 
of  that  WSA. 

CLOSED  DESIGNATION  -  Areas  and  trails  where  the  use  of  motor  vehicles  is 
permanently  or  temporarily  prohibited. 

CRESTED  WHEATGRASS  SEEDIGNS  -  Areas  where  the  natural  vegetation  is  removed  or 
modified  by  chaining  or  plowing  and  then  seeded  with  crested  wheatgrass.   This 
increases  the  productivity  of  the  area  to  provide  forage  for  livestock,  wild 
horses  and  big  game  animals. 

CULTURAL  RESOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Open  Aboriginal  Site  (Pre-Historic )  -  Any  unobstructed  physical  location, 
i.e.,  not  caves  or  rock  shelter,  of  Native  American  activities,  either 
specific  or  general,  relevant  to  that  period  of  time  prior  to  written  history 
The  activity  may  range  from  specific,  e.g.,  a  quarry,  to  general,  e.g.,  a 
permanent  village.   In  general,  Nevada  written  history  Is  post  A.D.  1850,  but 
may  be  as  early  as  the  1820's  or  as  late  as  the  1870's. 

Historic  Sites  -  Any  specific  location  which  has  physical  evidence  of  human 
activities  within  the  period  of  recorded  history  and  which  can  be  related  to 
non-aboriginal  peoples,  i.e.,  Euro-Americans,  Asians,  Afro-Americans  or  any 
other  post  A.D.  1800  immigrant  group.   The  evidence  may  range  from  a  single 
item,  such  as  a  bottle,  to  mining  related  structures  and  features,  roads, 
ranches,  towns,  etc. 

Historic  Aboriginal  -  Any  specific  location  which  either  through  intrinsic 
evidence  or  archival  documentation  or  tradition  can  be  identified  with  Native 
Americans,  such  as  Shoshone  or  Paiutes,  in  the  period  of  written  history. 

EXTRUSIVE  ROCKS  -  Igneous  rocks  derived  from  magmas  or  magmatic  materials 
poured  out  or  ejected  at  the  earth's  surface. 

FAULT  BLOCK  -  A  mass  bounded  on  at  least  two  opposite  sides  by  faults. 

FORAGE  -  All  browse  and  herbaceous  foods  that  are  available  to  grazing 
animals.   It  may  be  grazed  or  harvested  for  feeding. 

GRANDFATHERED  USE  -  An  authorized  use  taking  place  on  the  public  lands  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
(October  21,  1976). 
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GRAZING  PREFERENCE  -  A  basis  upon  which  permits  and  licenses  are  issued  for 
grazing  use.   It  is  the  total  number  of  animal  unit  months  of  livestock 
grazing  apportioned  and  attached  to  base  property  or  water  owned  or  controlled 
by  a  permittee  or  lessee. 

HABITAT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  -  A  written  and  officially  approved  plan  for  a 
specific  geographic  area  which  identifies  wildlife  habitat  and  related 
objective,  establishes  the  sequence  of  actions  for  achieving  objectives,  and 
outlines  procedures  for  evaluating  accomplishments. 

HERD  MANAGEMENT  AREA  PLAN  -  A  written  program  of  action  designed  to  protect, 
manage  and  control  wild  and  free  roaming  horses  and  burros  to  maintain  a 
natural  ecological  balance  on  the  public  lands. 

HIGH  ANGLE  FAULT  -  A  fault  with  a  dip  greater  than  4  5°. 

HIGH  EROSION  POTENTIAL  WATERSHED  -  Watershed  areas  that  are  presently  in  a 
stable  condition  but  which  are  subject  to  high  rates  of  erosion  if  the  native 
vegetation  or  topsoil  is  altered  in  any  way.   Deliniation  is  based  on  soil 
type,  vegetative  .cover,  root  depth,  slope,  and  climate. 

INTRUSIVE  ROCKS  -  A  rock  which  consolidated  from  magma  beneath  the  surface  of 
the  earth. 

KIDDING  GROUNDS  -  Areas  used  by  female  antelope  to  bear  their  young. 

LICENSED  USE  -  The  portion  of  a  permittees  grazing  preference  that  is  used  in 
a  grazing  season  within  an  allotment  and  which  is  authorized  on  a  grazing 
license. 

MAAR  VOLCANO  -  A  crater  formed  by  violent  explosion  and  not  accompanied  by 
igneous  extrusion. 

MAGMATIC  GASES  -  Gases  associated  with  molten  rock  or  magma. 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  A  land  use  plan  for  the  public  lands  which 
provides  a  set  of  goals,  objectives,  and  constraints  for  a  specific  planning 
area  to  guide  the  development  of  detailed  plans  for  the  management  of  each 
resource . 

MINERAL  POTENTIALS: 

High  Potential  -  High  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  that  contain  or  are 
extensions  of  active  or  inactive  properties  which  show  evidence  of  ore, 
mineralization,  and  favorable  geologic  characteristics.   All  producing 
properties  fall  within  this  category. 

Good  Potential  ~  Good  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  with  several  geologic 
characteristics  indicative  of  mineralization,  relatively  lower  economic  value 
of  past  production,  and  similar  environments  but  at  greater  distances  from 
known  ore  and  mineral  occurrences.   This  category  may  include  areas  adjacent 
to  known  districts  or  in  mineral  belts. 


88 


Speculative  Potential  -  Speculative  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  having  some 
favorable  geologic  parameters  and  inferences  based  on  geologic  models  and 
analogies  to  known  favorable  environments.   Increasing  depth  of  alluvial  cover 
over  areas  of  potential  deposits  is  also  a  consideration  in  this  category, 
except  in  the  case  of  oil  and  gas  potential. 

Low  Potential  -  Low  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  that  are  outside  any 
construed  favorable  geologic  and  mineral  trend  projections  or  are  buried  by 
over  1,500  meters  of  alluvium  (except  oil  and  gas). 

MINING  DISTRICT  -  A  section  of  country  usually  designated  by  name  and 
described  or  understood  as  being  confined  within  certain  natural  boundaries, 
in  which  gold  or  silver  or  other  minerals  may  be  found  in  paying  quantities. 

MOUNTAIN  BRUSH  COMMUNITY  -  Describes  a  high  elevation  area,  in  mountainous 
terrain  that  is  comprised  of  primarily  brush  species  including  service  berry, 
mountain  mahogany,  wildrose,  chokecherry  and  snowberry. 

MOUNTAIN  GRASSLAND  -  Describes  a  high  elevation  area,  in  mountainous  terrain 
that  is  comprised  primarily  of  grass  species  such  as  bluegrasses, 
needlegrasses,  fescues,  and  others. 

MOUNTAIN  MEADOW  -  Describes  a  high  elevation  area,  in  mountainous  terrain  that 
is  comprised  primarily  of  wet  meadow  sedges  and  grass  species. 

MULTIPLE  USE  -  "...the  management  of  the  public  lands  and  their  various 
resource  values  so  that  they  are  utilized  in  the  combination  that  will  best 
meet  the  present  and  future  needs  of  the  American  people;  making  the  most 
judicious  use  of  the  land  for  some  or  all  of  these  resources  or  related 
services  over  areas  large  enough  to  provide  sufficient  latitude  for  periodic 
adjustments  in  use  to  conform  to  changing  needs  and  conditions;  the  use  of 
some  land  for  less  than  all  of  the  resources;  a  combination  of  balanced 
diverse  resource  uses  that  takes  into  account  the  long-term  needs  of  future 
generations  for  renewable  and  nonrenewable  resources,  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  recreation,  range,  timber,  minerals,  watershed,  wildlife  and  fish, 
and  natural,  scenic,  scientific  and  historical  values;  and  harmonious  and 
coordinated  management  of  the  various  resources  without  permanent  impairment 
of  the  productivity  of  the  land  and  the  quality  of  the  environment  with 
consideration  being  given  to  the  relative  values  of  the  resources  and  not 
necessarily  to  the  combination  of  uses  that  will  give  the  greatest  economic 
return  or  the  greatest  unit  output",  (Section  103,  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976). 

NATIONAL  NATURAL  LANDMARK  -  A  specific  area  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  which  contains  a  representative  example(s)  of  the  nation's  natural 
history,  including  terrestrial  communities,  aquatic  communities,  landforms, 
geological  features  or  habitats  of  native  plant  and  animal  species,  possessing 
national  significance  in  illustrating  or  interpreting  the  nation's  natural 
heritage. 
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NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES  -  The  official  list,  established  by  the 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  of  the  nation's  cultural  resources  worthy 
of  preservation. 

NONMETALLIC  AND  INDUSTRIAL  MINERALS  -  Includes  carbon,  diamond,  coal,  bitumen, 
asphalt,  boron,  sulfur,  rock  salt,  etc;  lack  the  properties  of  the  metallic 
minerals,  such  as  bright  luster,  hardness,  density  and  good  conductors  of  heat 
and  electricity.   Rocks  and  minerals  not  produced  as  sources  of  metals  but 
used  rather  for  their  own  physical  properties. 

NORTHERN  DESERT  SHRUB  COMMUNITY  -  A  general  term  applied  to  the  broad 
vegetative  types  inhabiting  much  of  the  intermountain  cold  desert  shrub 
region.   Typical  plants  include  sagebrush,  winterfat,  budsage  and  rabbitbrush. 
Several  types  of  grasses  are  also  present,  including  wheatgrasses ,  bottlebrush 
squirreltail ,  Indian  ricegrass,  galleta  grass,  needle-and-thread  grass  and 
Great  Basin  wildrye. 

OPEN  DESIGNATION  -  Areas  on  public  lands  where  motor  vehicles  may  be  operated, 
subject  only  to  standard  operating  regulations. 

PATENTED  MINING  CLAIM  -  A  mining  claim  where  the  claimant  has  received  title 
to  the  minerals  and  usually  the  surface  by  fulfilling  the  requirements  of  the 

applicable  mining  lavs. 

PERMITTEE  -  One  who  holds  a  permit  to  graze  livestock  on  state,  federal,  or 
certain  privately  owned  lands. 

PINYON  AND  JUNIPER  ENCROACHMENT  -  The  invasion  of  pinyon  pine  and  juniper 
trees  into  a  dominant  brushland  area  where  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  have  not 
previously  occurred  or  in  an  area  where  the  dominant  brushland  is  essential  to 
the  sustenance  of  wildlife  species. 

PUBLIC  LAND  -  Vacant,  unappropriated,  and  unreserved  lands  which  have  never 
left  Federal  ownership;  also  lands  in  Federal  ownership  which  were  obtained  by 
the  Government  in  exchange  for  public  lands  or  for  timber  on  public  lands. 
Land  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

RANGELAND  MONITORING  PROGRAM  -  A  program  designed  to  measure  changes  in  plant 
composition,  ground  cover,  animal  populations,  and  climatic  conditions  on  the 
public  rangeland.   Vegetation  studies  will  be  used  to  monitor  changes  in 
rangeland  condition  and  determine  the  reason  for  any  changes  that  are 
occurring.   The  vegetation  studies  consist  of  actual  use,  utilization,  trend, 
and  climatic  conditions. 

RESURGED  CALDRON  -  A  caldera  into  which  new  molten  material  was  emplaced 
following  its  initial  formation. 

RIPARIAN  COMMUNITIES  -  Vegetative  communities  found  in  association  with  either 
open  water  or  water  close  to  the  surface;  includes  meadows,  aspen,  another 
trees  and  shrubs  in  association  with  streams  and  other  water  sources. 
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ROAD  -  Vehicle  routes  which  have  been  improved  and  maintained  by  mechanical 
means  to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use. 

SAGEBRUSH  ZONE  -  An  area  where  at  least  one  species  of  sagebrush  occurs  and  is 
the  predominant  species  (includes  Artemesia  tridentata,  A.  nova,  A.  arbuscula, 
A.  f rigida,  A.  cana  and  others). 

SCOPING  PROCESS  -  An  early  and  open  process  for  determining  the  scope  of 
issues  to  be  addressed  and  for  identifying  the  significant  issues  related  to  a 
proposed  action. 

SEASONAL  DEPENDENCE  -  The  dependence  of  a  particular  wildlife  species  on  a 
particular  piece  of  habitat  for  specific  life  requirements  during  a  specific 
season  of  the  year.   For  example,  desert  bighorn  sheep  may  have  a  seasonal 
dependance  on  specific  spring  sources  or  water  holes  during  the  driest  season 
of  the  year. 

SHEAR  ZONE  -  A  zone  in  which  shearing  has  occurred  on  a  large  scale  so  that 
the  rock  is  crushed  and  becciated. 

SPECIES,  ENDANGERED  -  An  animal  or  plant  whose  prospects  of  survival  and 
reproduction  are  in  immediate  jeopardy,  and  as  is  further  defined  by  The 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973. 

SPECIES,  THREATENED  -  Any  species  which  is  likely  to  become  an  endangered 
species  within  the  foreseeable  future  throughout  all  or  a  significant  portion 
of  its  range,  and  as  is  further  defined  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973. 

SPRING  CONCENTRATION  AREA  -  Areas  within  a  particular  species  habitat  that 
provide  essential  needs  to  that  species  during  the  spring.   These  areas  are 
usually  smaller  in  proportion  to  the  overall  habitat  and  result  in  a  higher 
concentration  of  species  during  the  spring. 

STATE  SELECTION  LANDS  -  Federal  lands  chosen  by  and  granted  to  the  State  under 
the  provisions  of  its  Statehood  Act. 

SUSTAINED  YIELD  -  "...the  achievement  and  maintenance  in  perpetuity  of  a 
high-level  annual  or  regular  periodic  output  of  the  various  renewable 
resources  of  the  public  lands  consistent  with  multiple  use",  (Section  103, 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976). 

THRUST  FAULT  -  A  fault  that  is  characterized  by  a  low  angle  of  inclination 
with  reference  to  a  horizontal  plane. 

TONOPAH  INDIVIDUAL  EXPERIMENTAL  STEWARDSHIP  PROGRAM  -  An  experimental  program 
to  be  implemented  on  the  public  rangelands  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area.   The 
program  would  provide  incentives  to  or  rewards  for  the  holders  of  grazing 
permits  and  leases  whose  effective  management  results  in  an  improvement  of 
range  conditions  on  lands  under  permit  or  lease.   The  program  shall  explore 
innovative  grazing  management  systems  and  concepts. 

-  91  - 


UTILITY  CORRIDOR  -  A  corridor  through  an  area  In  which  all  utility 
transmission  facilities,  both  existing  and  proposed,  are  located  resulting  in 
less  area  disturbed  and  a  minimum  of  environmental  damage. 

VEGETATIVE  MANIPULATION  PROJECTS  -  Actions  taken  which  alter  the  existing 
natural  plant  communities  to  achieve  the  goals  of  management  in  a  particular 
area.   There  are  several  ways  in  which  vegetation  can  be  altered:   (1)  With 
fires;  (2)  mechanically,  which  includes  chaining,  plowing  or  crushing;  (3) 
chemically;  and  (A)  biologically. 

WATER  BASE  LIVESTOCK  OPERATION  -  A  livestock  operation  that  uses  livestock 
waters  which  it  controls  to  qualify  for  a  grazing  preference  on  public 
rangeland. 

WAYS  -  A  vehicle  route  established  and  maintained  solely  by  the  passage  of 
motor  vehicles. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  -  Identified  by  Congress  in  the  1964  Wilderness 
Act:   Namely,  size,  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or  a 
primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation,  and  supplemental  values  such  as 
geological,  archaeological,  historical,  ecological,  scenic,  or  other 
features.   It  is  required  that  the  area  possess  at  least  5,000  acres  or  more 
of  contiguous  public  land  or  be  of  a  size  to  make  practical  its  preservation 
and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition;  be  substantially  natural  or  generally 
appear  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man  being  substantially  unnoticeable ;  and  have  either  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation. 
Congress  said  a  wilderness  area  may  have  supplemental  values,  which  Include 
ecological,  geological,  or  other  features  of  scientific,  educational,  scenic, 
or  historical  value.   However,  the  presence  of  absence  of  supplemental  values 
could  not  make  or  eliminate  an  area  for  wilderness  designation. 

WILDERNESS  MANAGEMENT  POLICY  -  This  policy  document  prescribed  the  general 
objectives,  policies,  and  specific  activity  guidance  applicable  to  all 
designated  BLM  wilderness  areas.   Specific  management  objectives, 
requirements,  and  decisions  implementing  administrative  practices  and  visitor 
activities  in  individual  wilderness  areas  are  developed  and  described  in  the 
wilderness  management  plan  for  each  unit. 

WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA  (WSA)  -  A  roadless  area  which  has  been  found  to  have 
wilderness  characteristics. 

WILDERNESS  VALUES  -  Includes  the  wilderness  characteristics  and  multiple 
resource  benefits  of  an  area. 
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